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ABSTRACT 

The barriers of housing segregation have been 
reinforced for blacks living in central-city ghetton by the process 
of metropolitan decentralization, which has moved most whites beyond 
social contact, cuid most employment beyond reach of available public 
transportation. Despite gains in the number of blacks who found 
housing in the suburbs in the 1970s, the great majority of 
metropolitan blacks (71 percent) remain concentrated in the central 
cities of the largest Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, and 
their number is increasing as a proportion of the population. While 
whites have steadily migrated from the cities to the suburbs, blacks 
have steadily moved from the suburbs to the cities. Since World War 
II, employment, particularly blue collar employment, has left the 
central cities for suburban locations along regioned highway 
networks. During the past 40 years, nearly two out of every three new 
jobs created have been in the suburbs of metropolitan areas, and most 
are not accessible by public transportation. These dramatic chamges 
in the distribution of the population have profoundly altered 
patterns of access, and have produced increasing isolation among 
those without access to an automobile. In this group, blacks are 
greatly over represented. A list of 45 references is included. 
Extensive statistical data are included on 13 tables. (FMW) 
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metropolitan; decentralization, transit dependence. Draft 
AND the employment ISOLATION OF CENTRAL CITY 10 Dec. 1987 

BLACK WORKERS 



by Yala Rabin 

Suirimarv and Overview 

The old adage which holds that success is largely a matter of 
**being in the right place at the right time** expresses a 
fundamental, if oversimplified truth, about the status of blacks 
in the U.S. . Racial rostrictions on their choice of place 
remain a central element of their predicament, particularly for 
those in central-city ghettos without access to an automobile. 
For them the barriers of housing segregation have been reinforced 
by the process of metropolitan decentralization, which has moved 
most whites beyond social contact, and most employment 
opportunities beyond reach of available public transportation. 

Despite dramatic gains in the numbers of blacks who found housing 
in the suburbs of a small number of metropolitan areas during the 
decade of the seventies (Rabin 1983), the great majority of 
metropolitan area blacks (71%) remain concentrated in the central 
cities of mainly the largest SMSA^s (Culver, 1982). There they 
have continued to increase as a proportion of the population 
(Long and DeAre, 1981). While the steady outmigration of whites 
from central cities to suburbs has been a major factor 
contributing to this growing concentration of blacks in the 
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cities, there has also been a concurrent out-migration of blacks 
from suburbs to central cities which continued at significant 
levels during the seventies (Nelson, 1979). And since World War 
II while the black population has concentrated in the central 
cities, white population and employment, particularly blue coll.tr 
employment, have left the central cities for suburban locations 
along the growing regional highway networks. During tlxe past 
forty years, nearly two out of every three new jobs created have 
been in the suburbs of metropolitan areas, and most are not 
accessible by public transportation. Th^se dramatic changes in 
the distribution of population and land-u^se have profoundly 
altered patterns of access and have produced increasing isolation 
among, those without access to an automobile. In this group 
blacks are greatly over represented. 

The Emergence of Isolation 

Before the development of urban transportation, the growth of 
cities was constrained by the need to maintain pedestrian access 
between home and virtually all daily destinations. ?he 
introduction of the horse-drawn omnibus in the early nineteenth 
century enabled some to separate home and workplace by moving 
housing out of the center, thus extending the limits of 
development outward along the new transit routes. As travel 
speeds increased with the development of electric motor power and 
the internal combustion engine in the late nineteenth century, 
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public transportation services proliferated and new development, 
nainly residential » reached still further out along the radial 
roadii and trolley routes. Industrial develop.nent grew within the 
cities* and at the focal point of transit routes in the certtsr 
great concentrations of commercial activity emerged to form the 
central business districts (CBO's). For nearly a hundred years 
until World War II this pattern of economic growth was 
accompanied by a steady expansion of transit services providing 
high levels of access to employment for central city workers. 

During the past forty years this pattern of urban development has 
changed dramatically. The century- long process of outward growth 
from a strong center has been transformed into a process of 
metropolitan decentralization which has drained both population 
and economic activity out of the central cities. As a 
consequence metropolitan area workers must travel greater ' 
distances to work; public transportation systems, most of which 
converge in central business districts, have become increasingly* 
ineffective as means of access to the new widely scattered 
suburban locations of economic activity; and the ability to 
satisfy basic needs and share in the diverse opportunities of the 
metropolis has become contingent on the availability of an 
automobile. 

Increased auto-dependence and declining public transportation 
patronage are the by-products of dispersed metropolitan 



development which, in turn, is largely a consequence f federal 
transportation policies. These policies, under the influence of 
highway- related industrial interests (Mowbray, 1969; Leavitt, 
3.970; Yago, 1984) have for decades been dominated by the narrow 
objective of reducing traffic congestion (Rabin, 1980). While 
economic and social forces have provided the impetus for 
decentralization, the highway system has been instrumental in 
determining the locations of development (National Commission on 
Urban Problems, 1968; Moynihan, 1971; Stanback & Knight, 1976; 
President's National Urban Policy Report, 1978; Muller, 1981). 
Even the prior existence of rail transit converging in the CBD 
has not been enough of a countervailing influence on the 
locations of a new metropolitan development or the relocation of 
existing uses. 

In fact some of the most striking examples of central city 
decline and decentralization occured in those older metropolitan 
areas which have long been served by rail transit (Meyer, Kain, 
and Wohl, 1965). More recently in some rail-aerved cities - moat 
notably Boston and New York - earlier retail and blue collar job 
losses have been offset by the creation of large numbers of new 
jobs in predominantly information-processing establishments in 
the CBD (Kasarda, 1987). And in Atlanta, Washington, and San 
Francisco new radial rail transit systems have also effectively 
contributed to the development of increased white collar 
employment in the CBD's. 



Outside; the cities two important factors have contributed to the 
dominant influence of highway construction on metropolitan 
d^veloment patterns: 1) Federal highway officials have 
consistantly given tacit approval to the widespread non- 
compliance by state highway departments with Congressionally- 
mandated metropolitan development standards (Morehouse, 1967; 
U.S. D.O-T.p 1971; Rabin, 1980); and 2) no statutory or 
institutional relationship exists between the planning and 
construction of federally funded highways by state agencies and 
the regulation of land-use by local government. 

Given the Balkanization of metropolitan areas, most local 
governments compete without restraint for tax-generating 
development. In so doing many have sought to exploit rapidly 
increasing land values created by the fortuitous locations of 
access points to the highway network by zoning land to maximize 
municipal fiscal benefits. The sprawling patterns of dispersed 
commercial and Industrial development produced by t^. 3 process of 
ad hoc opportunism have undendined the viability of public 
transportation systems bringing about massive declines in 
ridership and service and establishing auto availability as the 
threshold of transportation access to most employment 
destinations. 
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Th< Emeraenca of Couc^ ra 



The •conomic inpacts of dtcentralization on metropolitan areas in 
general and on central-city blacks in particular has been 
extensively examined. Yet relatively little has been done to 
measure the changing means and levels of access to the dispersed 
locations of suburban employment. Widespread conc*>rn over this 
issue developed initially in response to the violent racial 
eruptions which occurred in the ghettoes of many cities during 
the nineteen-sixties. The NcCone Commission, which investigated 
the causes of the riots in the Watts area of Los Angeles in 1965 
found that: 

...inadequate and costly public transportation currently 
existing throughout the Los Angeles area seriously restricts 
the residents of the disadvantaged areas such as south 
central Los Angeles. This lack of adequate transportation 
handicaps them in seeking and holding jobs, attending 
schools, shopping and fulfilling other needs (p. 65). 

In response to this concern HUD funded the establishment of pilot 

projects in more than a dozen citios that to provided bus service 

between central-city ghetto areas and suburban employment. 

Funding was provided for a few years, after which these projects 

were closed ^own. Despite the fact that these projects were 

undertaken to improve employment opportunities, "...when the 

siibsidy funds were used up, the only criteria that determined 

whether a line should be continued was whether or not it rendered 

a profit to the operator". (Falcochio and Cantilli, 1974, p. 

47). Given the fact that even the most heavily patronized 

transit systems are not self-supporting, the termination of these 
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projects is hardly supriting. 



Hhil« praoccuprntipn with profitability may have prevented 
adequate evaluations of social benefits by federal sponsors, 
other observers, using different criteria, concluded that the 
pilot bus services had positive effects. In a study of two of 
these projects in Long Island, New York and Los Angeles, 
California, it was found that for the majority of risiers the 
service made it possible to obtain and retain employment 
(Falcochio and Cantilli, 1974). 

TI.e academic community also responded to the expressions of 

concern about the employment isolation of ghetto blacks. A 

seminal paper by John Kain in 1968 provided the frame of 

reference. Kain examined the hypothesis that racial segregation 

and the suburbanization of employment interact to reduce 

employment opportunities for central city blacks. His study of 

the Chicago and Detroit metropolitan areas concluded that: 

...continued high levels of Negro unemployment in a full 
employment economy may be partially attributed to the rapid 
and adverse (for the Negro) shifts in the location of jobs, 
(pp 196-97). 

Kain's paper elicited considerable response for nearly a decade 
from sociologists, economists and geographers. While the details 
of those studies are beyond the scope of this discussion, it is 
important to understand that the focus of Kain's study and of 
most of what followed was on the significance of Inaccessibility 
as a factor affecting central city black unemployment, and not on 
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the degree to which suburban jobs weie Inaccessible to central 
city blacks. Lack of access was generally assumed to be a 
factor, f-Tid was examined in relation to other relevant factors 
such as race, age, sex, education, housing segregation, 
employment discrimination, etc.. Also significant is the fact 
that all of. these studies v/ere based on data from 1970 or 
earJ.ler. 

Among the many issues raised by these papers, two recurrent 
findings are most relevant to the issue of accessibility. Some 
investigators (see for example: Floyd, 1968; Mooney, 1969; 
Goering, 1971; Harrison, 1972; Bederman and Adams, 1974) found 
that accesibility was less important an influence on black 
unemployment than other factors such as lack of worker 
qualifications, or racial discrimination by employers. Still 
others (see for example: Kalacheck and Goering, 1970; Noll, 
1970; Harrison, 1974) found problems of inaccessibility to 
suburban jobs more than adequately offset by the availability of 
entry-level jobs in the central cities. It is interesting to 
note that even while reaching this conclusion Kalacheck and 
Goering acknowledge that the proportion of jobs inaccessible to 
workers without cars is growing (p. 4). In addition. Wheeler 
(1974) noted that while ghetto areas are generally highly 
accessible to central business districts, they have the weakest 
travel connections to locations in the suburbs and on the fringe. 
Nevertheless, the findings and conclusions of these and related 
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•tudiAS don« during that brief period of heightened concern 

provide, for present purposes, an unreasonably restricted view of 

the scope and importance of the 

issue of employment isolation because; 

. 1) The process of decentralization has continued during the 
seventies aiid eighties; and the proportion of metropolitan 
en^loyment which is suburban is by now well over half in 
many metropolitan areas. 

2) Neither improvements in worker qualifications nor 
reductions in racial discrimination by employers can make 
isolated jobs more accessibile to the transit dependent. 

3) Whether or not isolation from suburban jobs adversely 
affects unemployment or income levels among central-city 
blacks, the persistence of isolation reinforces the racial 
separation of society by adding segregated workplaces to 
already segregated neighborhoods and schools. 

More recently, other studies have attributed more importance to 
the problem of economic isolation. Hutchinson (1978) found that 
the availability of an automobile tended to increase labor force 
participation among central-city blacks; and Gillard (1979) noted 
that commuting to suburban employment tended to increase incomes 
among central city black workers. A study of the Detroit 
metropolitan ar«a revealed that as early as 1965, over half of 
all lower-skill jobs were not accessible by public tranportation 
within one hour from central city core districts (Shanahan, 
1976). In the Kansas City metropolitan area it was found that, 
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<i«tpit« «n ov«rfcll incraase of over 120,000 jobs between 1963 and 
1976, the number of jobs accessible by transit declined, during 
that p**lod, by over 7,800 (Rabin, 1979). Most recently Farley 
(1987) has found "...that Black and Hispanic male unemplcyment is 
higher relative to that of Whites where jobs are most 
swburbanized and minority population least so" (p. 129). 

These indications of the persistent and growing significance of 
ecoiiomic isolation are reinforced by other evidence. Between 
1960 and 1980 the percentage of metropolitan area workers working 
in the suburban rings increased from 35% to 47% (Table 1); 
between 1970 and 1980 the nxunber of work trips from central 
cities to places of employment In the suburban rings incrtsased by 
over 25% (Table 1). Yet during that same period the : mber of 
those trips made by transit declined by nearly a third. As u 
proportion of all work trips from central city to the ring, trips 
by transit fell from 10.9% in 1970 to 4.7% in 1980. This decline 
in transit commuting from central city to ring accounted for 
approximately one fifth of the nearly 500,000 net decline in all 
transit trips nationally during the decade of the seventies; and 
the balance of the overall decline has been attributed mainly to 
continuing declines in CBD shares of metropolitan employment 
(Hendrickson, 1986). 

Although it may be widely believed that these changes in 
ridership are mainly an expressiox: of unrestricted consumer 
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choice, there is evidence to suggest that this is not so. Based 
on an examination of journey to work data from the 1980 Annual 
Housing purvey, it was reported that only 13% of all workers 
Indicated that they would prefer to conunute by private vehicle 
(car, truck or van), and 75% of those who cortlnuted by private 
vehicle indicated that they did not use transit because it was 
not available or not conveniently accessible (Fulton, 1983). It 
serms reasonable, therefore, to infer that the number of suburban 
workplaces accessible by pxiblic transportation from the central 
city is extremely small and getting smaller; and that these 
changes are attributable to some combination of changes in 
workplace locations and reductions in levels of transportation 
services. 

The data strongly suggest that in .nost metropolitan areas most 
jobs are beyond the reach of the transit dependent, among whom 
blacks are disproportionately represented. In 1980, nearly two 
out of every five central city black household' (39%) were 
without access to an automobile. Among white central city 
households, few- than one out of five (18.5%) faced this 
handicap. Between 1970 and 1980, while the number of transit- 
dependent white households decreased, there was an increase in 
tne numb^jr of transit-dependent black households (Table 5) . The 
data also suggest that transit dependenca is a significantly 
greater problem for women than for men, nd in particular for 
black women (Table 10). Some of the disparity in levels of 
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automobile ownership appear to be offset by a higher rate of 
carpoollng among blacks than whites. In 1980, among central city 
workers commuting to jobs In the suburbs, approximately 26% of 
blacks and 21% of whites travelled in carpools, while 58% of 
blacks and 72% of whites drove alone (see Table 10). Among 
workers who lived In central cities 26% of blacks and 11% of 
whites commuted to work by public transportation in 1980 (Table 
8). 

Regional and Metropolitan Differences 

Here it is Important to note that these conditions are far from 
uniformly distributed. There are substantial economic, 
demographic and spatial differences among regions and 
metropolitan areas, and great differences in the avallablity of 
transit service and levels of rldershlp (Table 7, and Brlggs, et 
al, 1986). Of the 6.2 million dally commuting trips in 1980 over 
half were in five of the largest SMSA's, and about a third were 
in New York City (Pisarski, 1987). While overall transit 
commuting to work declined nationally by about ten percent 
between 1970 and 1980 (Pisarski, 1987), some metropolitan areas 
experienced steep declines, while in others there were Increases 
in transit commuting. In general, both the highest levels of 
transit use and the greatest declines in rldershlp are to be 
found in the older, former industrial centers of the Northeast 
and North Central Regions; and both the increases in transit 
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riderahlp and th« lowest levels of transit use are in the newer 
metropolitan centers of the South and West (Table 7, and Briggs, 
•t al. 1986). Many of the increases recorded in these regions 
result from the introduction of intra- suburban transit service 
where none existed before, and not from the provision of service 
from central city to suburbs (Pucher, 1982). It is also 
interesting to note that automobile ownership appears to vary 
with metropolitan setting as well as income. In a study of 
eleven large SNSA's. it was found that suburban low-income 
households (incomes under $4,000) owned automobiles at seven 
times the rate of households with similar incomes in central 
cities (Foley, 1975). 

Disproportionate Black Tmoacta 

Rates of transit dependency and transit use are more than 'iwice 
as high among blacks than among whites; and with a few i.nportant 
exceptions, metropolitan blacks are generally most heavily 
concentrated in those central cities which have experienced the 
greatest losses of manufacturing employment to the suburbs, and 
the greatest declines in the use of public transportation for the 
journey to work. For example, the cities of New York, Chicago, 
Philadelphia, and Detroit had the largest black populations of 
all cities in 1980, accounting for nearly 30% of all blacks 
living in central cities in the U.S. While the percentage of 
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metropolitan area blacks nationally who lived in central cities 
in 1980 was approximately 71%, these four cities each housed over 
80% of their SMSA black population. 

Between 1972 and 1982 manufacturing job losses in these cities 
were: New York - 30%, Chicago - 47%, Philadelphia - 38%, and 
Detroit - 41% (Kasarda, 1987). From 1948 to 1977 these four 
cities lost nearly a million manufacuturing jobs (Kasarda, 1985) 
in a pattern of decline which similarly affected other cities in 
the Northeast and North Central Regions in which blacks are 
heavily concentrated. 

Although the net decline in transit wor'i trips nationally between 
1970 and 1980 was just under 500,000. the aggregate decline in 
these four cities was over 600,000 and accounted for 70% of all 
the declines which occurred (Briggs et al, 1986; Fulton, 1983). 
During that period, transit commuting in New York fell by 17.2%, 
in Chicago by 12.6%, in Philadelphia by 28.1%, and in Detroit by 
49% (Fulton, 1983). Among these four cities, only Detroit had a 
level of transit dependence (37%) near the national average for 
black central city households in 1980 (39%). In New York, 
Chicago and Philadelphia, where transit dependence among black 
households is disproportionately high, the percentages were 
respectively: 67.4%. 45.1%, and 50.9% (Table 12). 

Implications for Further Study 
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Th« •vldenctt suggest that dsclinlng transit access to suburban 
employment la a significant problem, and that the greatest 
declines have occurred in those metropolitan areas in whose 
central cities the largest numbers of transit dependent blacks 
live. Nevertheless, the dimensions of this problem and its 
broader implications are not adequately knovm. While the data on 
declining transit access is persuasive, little is known, for 
example, about the numbers of suburban jobs reasonably accessible 
by automobile from central city core areas and how those numbers 
have been and are changing. 

Because of the wide-ranging differences among metropolitan areas, 
only individual area studies can provide satisfactory answers to 
the basic questions which remain. Such studies should focus on a 
limited number of metropolitan areas in which blacks are most 
heavily concentrated, and should be directed at a few policy 
related Issues; 
1) AccessibilH ; 

a. How many jobs (preferably by skill level) are feasibly 
accessible (based on some reasonable and uniform criteria) 
by transit, and by automobile from central city ghetto 
areas? 

b. How have these relationships changed over time, and what 
are the implications of these trends? 
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2) Transit Dependence 

«. How does transit dependence affect job searches? (by 
race and sex) 

b. Row does transit dependence affect labor force 
participation? (by race and sex) 

c. What is the relationship between declining rates of 
transit dependence and declining levels of transit access to 
employment? 

These studies should be closely coordinated with examinations 
of concurrent changes in the occupational structure, raies of 
unemployment, and income distribution among central-city black 
workers. 

Beyond these question, there remains the inevitable issue of 
policy responses. Here again, metropolitan differences suggest 
that the potential for feasible transit-related responses will 
vary widely within narrow limits. Given the well established 
dispersed character of suburban development, there are probably 
relatively few situations in which employment isolation would be 
significantly reduced in the short term by the initiation of new 
transit service. Nevertheless, every such opportunity should be 
explored, and where possible, developed. 

In the longer term it may be possible to achieve an incremental 
rationalization of land uses in relation to existing 
transportation facilities, particularly underutilized rail line-j. 
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Such a policy, if based on a transportation capacity related 
system of land-use regulations, could lead to the formation of 
critical masses of employment and housing sufficient to warrant 
the provision of rail transit services along existing rights of 
way. Where such potentials do not exist and employment is more 
dispersed, some program for facilitating auto ownership among the 
currently low- income transit dependent may be the only solution. 

With respect to housing strategies, the long-overdue elimination 
of involuntary segregation and the creation of opportunities for 
low-income blacks to live in the suburbs would likely reduce 
problems of employment isolation for black workers with 
automobiles, but would not provide similar benefits to the 
transit dependent. In fact, despite other unquestionable social 
benefits, low-income black households, without access to an 
automobile, who obtain housing in the suburbs would have less 
transportation mobility than they had in the central city. 

The Role of Government 

It is clear that the employment isolation of transit-dependent 
central-city black workers is no longer a matter of concern to 
those who formulate and implement government transportation 
policy, and has not been for many years. The only significant 
response to this problem by the federal government was the series 
of short-lived pilot bus transit projects operated during the 
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late sixties and early seventies. With the benefit of hindsight 
one night readily conclude that the termination of those projects 
resulted - not so much from their failure to return a profit to 
their operators - but from the cynical observation by their 
federal sponsors that the violence and threats of violence had 
subsided in the cities. 

A report by the National Transportation Policy Study Commission 
in 1978 identified what the Commission considered to be the 
twenty-five major issves in transporation. The last six issues 
were identified as "goal oriented" (p. 7) and among these number 
24, "Regional and Community Development Through Transportation 
Policy" discusses the powerful influence of transportation 
facilities on land-use and development and acknowledges that, 
"Highways typically encourage decentralization of industry by 
decreasing short-haul transportation costs" (p. 39). The last 
issue, number 25, is designated "Mobility Rights" and is devoted 
almost entirely to the transportation needs of the elderly and 
the handicapped, and to strategies for improving their mobility. 
The only reference to the relationship between transportation 
facilities and access to employment is contained in a single 
unanswered question, "Is access to jobs, medical facilities, and 
public recreation an inherent right of all?" (p. 41). Government 
policies have been a major influence on the dispersed locations 
of metropolitan development, and on the consequent isolation from 
suburban employment of segregated, central city, transit- 
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dependent blacks. For this reason, and because only public 
action is capable of changing these conditions, government must 
acc«pt its obligation to devise and implement strategies which 
will redress these inequities. 

Finally it must be emphasized that such strategies can only be 
effective as integrated elements of a radically revised, land-use 
based, comprehensive planning policy in which transportation is 
recognized as a means, not an end. In such a policy the primary 
purpose of transportation facilities should be to contribute to 
the establishment ir»d preservation of sound and desireable land 
uses, and enable safe, convenient and economical travel among 
them in a manner which is least disruptive of human activity and 
environmental quality. Such facilities should provide equitable 
levels of access to all, with particular attention to the travel 
needs of those least able to provide for their own mobility. In 
such a policy, social equity, environmental protection, and 
resource conservation would take appropriate precedence over the 
narrow, and otherwise unattainable, objective of accommodating 
traffic. 
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of RnidMct ud Plact of Work of All Horkiri and Black Horkirt in 
'VipolitM Arm by Cintral City and Ringt: 19tt0, 1970, 1980 



U Narkiri Hho Livt and Hark in SHSA of RKidtnci 



i 

pn in Cintral City 
Iw In Ring 
L Total 
X of Total 



Total 
1960 



1970 



1900 



Moric In Cintral City 
I960 1970 



1980 



Hork In Ring 
i960 1970 



1980 



20,329,252 21,241,325 25,105,016 18.301,306 17,871,278 20,878,973 2,027,946 3,370,047 4,226,043 
17,816,007 24,152,307 38,020,868 6,491,160 8,588,949 12,690,729 11,324,847 13,563,358 25,329,939 
38,145,259 45,393,632 63,125,884 24,792,*66 26,«60,??7 33,569,902 13,352,''93 18,933,405 29,555,982 



100.0 



100.0 



100.0 



65.0 



58.3 



53.2 



35.0 



41.7 



46.8 



lick Morkirt Hho Livt and Hork in SNSA of Rnidtnce 



n in Ctntral City 
ttiff In Ring 

Total 
Z c; Total 



3,209,073 
824,416 
4,033,489 
100.0 



3,584,672 
1,006,095 
4,590,767 
100.0 



4,392,053 
1,954,948 
6,347,001 
100.0 



2,908,556 
233,911 
3,142,467 
77.9 



2,992,118 
321,069 
3,313,187 
72.2 



3,666,698 
751,225 
4,417,923 
69.6 



300,517 
590,505 
891,022 
22.1 



592,644 
685,026 
1,277,670 
27.8 



725,355 
1,203,723 
1,929,078 
30.4 



rcK! 1960 CkAUt of Population, Detailid Char acttri sties. Table 216 

1970 Ctnsus of Population, Spi:ial Subjict Riport, LOM-Incou Papulation, Tabli 26 
1980 Cansus of Population, Charactiri sties of Horkirs in Hetropolitan Arias, Table 1 

t Ikiti not include wirkers oho aork outside SHSA of residence 
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TAKE lA-1 
•••• V»r| City 



TH. tl« york City Iftropohtan flr., by Cntr.I City fiin,., ,,40. j,7o. „80 

All Korkiri Uhe Livt and Uork m SHSfl of RKidtnc* 

,B,V Central Citv u„,l ,„ b,.« 
1 ^'<> 1980 19M 1970 1980 

Tot.1 3.»M,J88 3.81I.H4 3.1M jl? , Z ,t > ' "'■™ »»•'« 

. ..u> ,..0, z '-"s ^'",'>'?,', ''"'s ""ij:^ '-"'ii '^j* 

BUck Uerktrc ilho Livt and Uork ,n SKfi of finidance 

Tot,l .55.0« 51M98 557.550 284 30 ^A^.'rs ' 6 '33 17 fj'il 

X of Total lOO.OX 100.0 lOO.Ot «.« ^''il'.l, -^'i^l, "'i". 



Sourc«: 1940 Ciniut of PopuUtisn. Dvtailac CharactBristics. labia ai4 

1970 Ctn,ui of PcBuUt.or, =p«ial Subjtct R.port, Lo-Irc»« Population. TabI, ?6 
1980 CinsuB of Populiticn. Characttrtstus Df Workers ,n «Btropolitan Areas. Table 1 

♦ Doe« not include norlrers whc aort outside SWA of residence 
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TABLE IA-2 



PUm of Rnidinci and PiK> of U«rk of All Mcrltin and Black tsrkgrs in 
Thf Chicafo Ritro^olitan Arn by C»ntral City and fiinji! 1940, 1970. 1980 



All Uorkvrs Uho Uv« and Uorit in SHSA of Rssidfnct 

Uork In Central Citv Uork In Ring 

""0 1980 1940 1970 1980 1940 1970 1980 



Livf in Cntral City 1,338,857 l,!44 , 349 l.fl«.M5 1,250.210 941,925 850,U2 88,441 184.944 192,27 

UvtlnRing 9«4,188 1,288.1J2 1,744.192 327.443 349,437 397.574 418.745 938,415 1.344.4IiS 

Total 3.285,045 2.434,981 2.804,407 1,577,453 1.311,342 1,247,714 707,384 1,123,559 1,558,89^ 

X of Total ICO. OS tOO.O lOC.OX 49.0X 53.qx ^ 



Black Uorksrt Uho Liv> and Uorf: n SNSA if Residence 



44. 5t 31. OS 44.11 55. S( 



Live in Central City 229.573 274,833 312.040 217.179 239.232 245.228 12.394 37.401 44.812. 

LivelnRin, 24.759 37.420 73,817 4,049 4,234 19.409 20,490 31,384 54,Wf- 

Total 254.332 314.453 385,8S7 221,248 245,444 284,437 33,084 48,987 101,320^ 

X of Total 100.01 lOO.O 100.01 87.0X 78.11 73.8X 13.01 21.91 24 ^ 



Sources! 1940 Centut of Population. Detailed Charjcteristics. Tabl^ 214 

1970 Census of Popalatisn. Special Subject Report. Loti-Incoee Population, Table 24 
1980 Census of Population. Chracteristics of Workers in Metropolitan firejs. Table 1 

♦ Does not include xorUrs hho wrk outside SMSA of residence 
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TMLE lA-3 
Ostroit 



PiKi of Rtiidinci and Plxi of york of All Uorkirc ana Black Uckers in 
Thi Dttrott HatropolitM Ana by Central City and fiingi! 1960* 1970, !980 



AU Uorktrt Mo Livi awl Ucrk ;n SMSA of Retidinca 



Total Uork Ii C«itrjl Cit. Ucrk In Rirg 

IfW !970 1980 I9i0 1970 1980 I960 1970 1980 



Llvt m Ctntral City 558,300 458.342 326.084 461.594 311,358 214,087 96,706 146.98* 111.597 

LivtlnRinq 664,661 869,130 1.209.06C 230.774 214,095 203.735 433.887 655.035 1,005.325 

Total 1,222,961 l,327.i72 1,535,144 i '2.368 525,453 417.322 530.593 802,019 1,117,322 

X of Total lOO.OX 100.0 lOO.OX 56.6X 39.6» 27.21 M.4t 60.4t 72.8t 



Black Uorkirt bho Livi ar.d Uork in im of Residence 

Livnn Cwtral City 126.026 174,971 ISO. 511 106,116 120.419 125,993 19,910 54.522 54.518 

Liw In Ring 19,096 23,002 34,956 4,258 5,581 3,630 14,838 17.421 iL Ui 

Total 145,122 197,973 2:5,467 110,374 126.000 134.623 34,748 71.943 80.844 

J of Total lOC.OX 100.0 lOO.OS 76.1)1 63.iX 62.5X 23.9S 36. 3X 37.5X 



• Sourcat: 1960 Cencus of Population. letailsd Charactartstics. Table 216 

1970 Cencus of Population. Special Subject Report. Lei»-IncoM Population. Table 26 
1990 Census of Pcpulation, Cha-:.l«ri5tiC5 of Uorkers m Hetropolitar. flreai. Table ! 

» Dots not include workers »ho *ark outside SHSA of residence 
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TMIi lA-4 
FhiUdtlphia 



flM tf RHidMCt and Plxt sf Nork of All Uorkirt ai«-< Hack liorttirs in 

Tht Philadtlphia Nitropolitaii Arta by Ctntral City and Rin^*: I960. 1970, 1980 



AU Horktr' Uho Livt and Uork in SNSA of Rnidinci 



Total Uork In Central City Uork In Ping 

19&0 1970 1980 1960 1970 1980 1960 1970 1980 



Livt in Cintral City 722,825 610,523 5^6,186 670,920 539,535 «73,938 51,905 70,988 

Livt In Ring 79»,W7 909,118 1,156,282 198,908 209,3*8 212,092 595.519 699,770 

Total 1,517,252 1,519,6*1 1.702,*68 869,828 748,883 686,030 6*7,42* 770,758 

X of Total lOO.OX 100.0 100 57.3X 49.3X 40.3X *2.7X 50.7X 



Black Uorfetrt Uho Livt and Uork in SHSA of Residtnct 

Livt in Ctntral City 171,701 171,561 166.532 158,*48 152,5*6 148,080 13,253 19.015 

Livt In Ring *5,912 48,366 72,581 4,564 6,851 14,182 41,348 41,515 

Total 217.613 219.927 239,113 163,012 159,397 162,262 54.601 60,530 

X of Total lOO.OX 100.0 lOO.OX 74.9X 72.5X 67.9X 25. IX 27 .5X 



Sourcn: 1960 Ctnsut of Population. Ditailtd Characttristics, Tablt 216 

1970 Cinsui of Population, Sptcial Subjict Rtpcrt, Loa-Incott Population, Tablt 26 
1980 Ctntus of Population, Charactari sties of Uorktrt in Nttropolitan Anas, Table 1 

• Dobs not includt Horkars uho work outsida SHSA of rasidtnca 
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TAHE lA-S 
Los Aii9<1m 



PlKt of fittidtnci anc Placa of Uc-k of All UorUrs jnd 81 ark kcrksrs in 

Tht Loi Anqtin Ihtropoljtan Area by Central Citv ard Rirgts I960. 1970. 1980 



ni iierUrt Uhe Livt and Ucrk in SHSA sf fiKidtnci 



^»tal Uork In Central City Us'k In Ring 

1943 1970 1980 I960 1970 1980 1960 1970 1980 



Liwi in Ctntral City 1.054.5*3 97S.034 1.048.42! 827.6*8 698.825 766.892 228,893 276.259 281,529 

LiwtlnRing 1.137,493 1.-33.989 1.578.384 396,420 384.703 115,493 741.073 l,0Wi236 1.462.891 

Tctal 2,194,036 2.409,073 2.626,805 1.224.068 1.083,528 882.385 949.948 1.325,545 1,744.420 

X of Tctal lOO.OX 100.0 lOfl.Ot 55.35 45.0X 33.41 44.3X 55.CX 44.4X 



Hack Uorktri Uhe Livi and Uork it SHSA of Rssidtncs 

Livt in Ctntral City 150.908 137.351 153.447 124.697 100.220 107.937 24.211 37.131 45.EJ5 

Livt In Ring 50,2:5 47,792 144,588 21.897 £8,120 11.415 28.318 39.672 135.973 

Total 2C1.123 205.143 S?8,035 144.594 123,340 119,552 54.529 74.803 r7.m 

X of Total lOO.OX 100.0 lOO.OX 72.9X 42.4X 40, IX 27.1X 37.4X 59.9X 



SeurctC! 1940 Cvnws of Posulation. Dstailtd Charactoristics, Table 214 

1970 Census if 'ovulation. Spocial Subject Report. Lon-Incoee Popiilatior.. Table 24 
1980 Census of Papulation. Characteristics of Uorkers la Metropolitan Areas. Table I 

> Does not include Horkers nho kork outside £NSA of residence 
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TABLE tA-4 
iiatiiingien, O.C. 

Plscf ftitidinci and Placi of Uoric of All Uorktri and Biack Uorksrt in 

Tht Uatingtan, O.C. Uttropolitan Area by Centra! City and Ring*! 1960, 1970. 1980 



All licrktrs Uho Live and Uork in SKSA of R««idtncB 



Total 

19{iG 



Live in Central Citv 
Live I» Rino 

Total 
S of Total 



1970 



336.8&S 



261.118 



451.235 1,025.576 
758.100 :,2S&.694 

;or.''s 100.0 



1980 

25C.739 
1,133.337 
1.38<*.2:& 
lOO.OX 



aork In Central City 
1940 1970 1980 



Uork !n Ring 
1940 1970 



19S0 



£70.199 
213,135 
483,334 
43. 3K 



21i«.704 
248,008 
482.712 
37.5t 



205.743 
302,572 
514,315 
37.2? 



135.943 
233,100 
344.043 
48. OS 



44,414 
757.548 
803.932 
42.51 



44,9%^ 
824,9iS; 
S49,9it| 



Blick Uorkers Wio Li\» and aorl in SKSfi of Residence 



Livf IB Csntral City 143.103 I71.C''4 152.458 125.943 137.083 

Liv»In9in9 24,414 54.222 174,104 5,903 21.218 

Total 174.719 225.294 324.742 131,844 158.301 

S of Total lOO.OX 100.0 lOO.OX 75.5X 70.3X 



121.518 
50,748 
172.284 
52.7X 



22.140 
20.713 
42,873 
24.51 



33.991 
33,004 
44.995 
29.71! 



31,14o 

123.334; 

154.474; 



Sou.-ces: 1940 Cersu* Population. Detailed Characteristics , Table £14 

1970 Census of Pspalation, Spec-.al Subject Report. Lon-Incote Population. Title 2s 
1980 Census of Sopulatioi. Characteristics of iiiorkers ;n Njtropoiitan Areas. Table ' 

» Does not include wrkers who work outside SHSA 0* residence 
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TMLE lA-7 

NWttOK 



PiKf of Knitftncf and Placf of Uork of All Uorksrs and Slack Uorkers in 
- Thi Houston Httropolitin Ana by Contrai City and Ringf 1970. 1980 



All Uorkort tiho Livt and Uork in S>!SA of Resid«nci 



Total acrk In Coi.tral City Uork In Rirg 

I960 ',970 1990 I960 1970 1930 I 960 1970 1990 



Livf in Ctntral City 339.189 431.913 404,521 314,686 394,566 336.408 14,503 37.346 69.113 

t.ivi !r. Ring 97.316 339,612 911,238 44.975 112.307 252,175 52.441 127.305 65«,043 

Total 426.505 671.524 1.315.759 359.36! 506,373 588,583 66,944 164,651 727,r6 

X of Total lOO.OH lOC.O lOO.OX 34.31 75.51 44.75 15.71 24.5S 55.3X 



Black Uorkcrs Vho Livo and Uork it, S*1SA of Pasiderce 

Livi in Ctntral City 72.779 95.471 97.352 S«."i 87.423 83,807 2.732 8,048 14,045. 

UvB In Ring 3.986 £3,402 52,368 5.531 6,624 7,351 3,355 16.773 45,017 

Tctal 81,664 118.873 150.320 75,527 94,047 91,158 6.137 24.82b 59.062 

t of Total lOO.OX iOO.O lOO.OX 93.5X 79. IX 60.7X 7.5X 20.9X 39.3X 



Sourcof: 1960 Ctnsus cf Population. Satailed Characteristics. Table 316 

1970 Census of Papulation. Special Siibject Repo''t, Lsu-Incoie Population. Table 36 
1980 Census of Populatior. Charicte<-istics Ucrkers in Hetropolitan Areas. Table 1 

* Does not include Morksrs Mho work outside SKSA of residence 
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TABLE lA-8 
BaltiMrt 



.Plact of fttsidtnca and PU:i of ilork of AH Uorksrs and Black Uorlcirt in 
Tht laltiMrt Itetrspolitan Ar«a by Ctntral City »nd Rinq*: lo^O. 1970. *?30 



All Uorktn Wio Liv» and Uork in SKSA cf Per.dsnct 



Total * Work :n Central City uork In Ping 

I960 1970 1940 1970 1980 «960 1«?0 1980 



Livt in Ctntral City 323,494 302.450 252.134 234.455 229.937 194.995 37.041 72.483 

Livt In Rift? 247.980 415,514 549.57? 103.468 135,851 180,964 1S4.3;2 279,463 

Total 591,476 ''17.934 801,703 300.123 365.788 377.959 201,353 352.146 

of Total 100. « taO.O 100.01 66. OX 51.0S 47. IX 34.0X 49.0X 



Black Uorktrs ilho Ltva ard iJork m SKSft of Fe&td«r.ce 

L:v» in Contral Citv 33.592 122.923 121.445 36.579 92.533 96.366 12.013 30.290 25,37? 

Livt In Ring 16.106 20.951 03,230 3.193 4,036 17,190 13.914 16.915 ii.m. 

Total 114,698 143,774 164,725 88.771 96.56<3 113.556 25.927 47.205 51,169:^ 

X of Total lOO.OS 100.0 lOO.OX 77.4X 67.as 6a.9X 22.6X 32.81 31.11 



Sourc«s: 1?60 Carsus of Population, Detailed Characteristics. Tabl? 216 

1970 Cmus of Papulation. Special Subject Report. Low-Incoae Population. Table 26 
198« Census of Population, Ckarscte'-istics of korkers u. Hetrcpolitar Areas. Table 1 

» Oo«c rot include Korters "he «ork outside SKSA a* residence 
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TAJLE lA-4 
Nm OrUanc 



Plaet of Rtttdnci and Flaci cf Uork of All Uorkirs and Black Uorktrs in 

The Mm Orltant Mitrepohtan Ar»a by Ctrtral City and Ring*: 196C. 1970. 1950 



«n Hofkarf Uho Livt and Uck in SKSA of Rfltidtnc* 



Total kork In Cantral City Vork In Ring 

1960 1970 1980 1960 1970 1980 I 960 970 1980 



Liv« in Csntral City 200.975 130.149 182.533 193.304 157,565 156.213 8,671 22,584 26.320 

livt In Sing 71,997 139.4bl 3E1.043 32.225 59,la7 78,060 39,762 80.294 142.983 

Tctal 272.962 319,610 403.576 224,529 216.732 234.273 48,433 102.878 169.303 

X of Total lOO.Ot ICO.O lOC.Ol 82.3S 67.8f 58.01 17.7X 32.21 42.01 



BItck iiorkars Uho Livt and Ucrk in SRSA cf Rfsicerce 

Liw« ifl Ctntral City 64,378 65.941 83,517 61,899 59.009 7S,193 2.479 7,932 11,324 

Livt In Hipg 9.048 13,609 21.183 2.134 3,509 5,273 6,914 10.101 15.910 

Total 73.426 79,550 1)4.700 64,033 61,517 77.466 9.393 13.)33 27,234 

1 of Total 100.01 100.0 ICO.CX 87.21 77.31 74.01 12.81 22.71 26.01 



SourcK: I960 C«n«u« of Population. Oetailad C^taracten sites, Tabls 216 

1970 Census of Pcpulitton. Soeoal SuiiiKt Reoort. Loit-Incon Fopulaticr, Title 26 
1980 Census of Population. Characteristics of WorSters in »<etropol;tan A'bss. 'able 1 

t D&es 'lOt include wrker^ who uork outsirfe SfSA cf residerre 



TABLE lA-10 
HMphit 



Placi of flisidinci and Placi of Uork of All iiorkcrs and Slack Uorkert in 
Tht NMphis Uttropolitan Arsa by Ctntral Cit; and Rin?*! 196C. 1970. 1980 



All «orktr« Uho Livt and kork in SHSft of i^etidtncc 



Litfi in Cintral Ctty 
livi In Ring 

Total 
t of Total 



Total 
19^0 



1970 



Ho-k In Centrjl City 
1960 19'JO 



172,043 
M.COO 
2U.042 
lOO.OS 



«ork In Fng 
1980 1940 1970 



1990 



209,025 
48.638 
257,643 

lec.o 



234,087 
100,870 
334.957 

io:.oi 



165. C79 
19.008 
184,087 
86. OX 



193,877 
19.350 
213,227 
S2.8X 



220,693 
54,104 
274.797 
82. OX 



6,963 
22,992 
29,955 
14.0X 



29,298 
44,436 
17. 2X 



Black yorfctrs Uho Live ar-d Uork in SMSA of flesideice 



Livt in Central City 55.^71 63.075 

tjve In Ring io.549 9.:00 

Total 66,020 72,175 

X of Tctal lOO.OX ICO.O 



85.026 
13.082 
9S.108 
ICO. OX 



54.13S 
4.572 
53.708 
89. 9X 



59,003 
2.989 

6I.<?92 
85. 9X 



81.154 
4,321 
85.475 
97. IX 



1,335 
5.977 
7.312 
11. IX 



4,072 
6,111 
10.183 
14. IX 



Sources: i960 Census of Populjtier. Cetailed Characuristus. ^iblt 2!6 

1970 Census of Pcpaljtion. Special Subject Report. LoM-Incoee Population. Table 26 
1980 Census of Peculation, Characteristics of Ucrkers in Metropolitan firjas. Table I 



♦ Does not include nrrkers xho wcrk cutside S^SS cf residerce 



i 
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TAHe lA-lt 
AtlMt« 



PiKt of RtSidtnct ind Placi of Uork of All UorVtrt and Black Uorktr« ir. 
Tht Atlanta Nitropohtan Aria by Cantral City and Ring*! i960. 1970, 1980 



All Uorkvri Uho Livt and Uork in SNSA of fietid«nc» 

Uork In Csntrjl City Uork In Ping 

1970 1980 IfliO 1970 1980 1960 1970 1980 

Livt in Cwitral City 178.733 173.034 148,975 1S3.958 145.304 110.554 24.775 32,730 28,421 

Liwt h Ring 182.688 342.349 703.998 89.005 128,877 210,039 93,683 213,472 493.959 

Total '361,421 520.393 852.973 242.963 274,181 320,593 118,458 246,202 532.380 

I of Total lOO.OH lOO.O lOO.OX 46.7". 5a.7X 37.6X 22.8J 47.3X 62.*» 



BlKk Uorkirc Uhe Live and Uark in SHSA cf fttsir^er.te 

L;vt in Csntral Cjty 62.774 79,767 36.264 59.012 62.992 63,392 4,762 16.775 22.872 

Live In Rin; 14.622 13,219 83.235 2.719 3.602 35.036 11.903 14,617 48.199 

Total 78,396 97.936 I69.5»9 6t,73! 66,594 98.473 16.665 31.392 "1.071 

X of Total lOO.OX 100.5 lOO.Ot 78.7X 68.CX 58. !X 21.3X 32.01 41.9X 



ScurcM! I960 Census of Popjlatisn. Setiiled Charactir'.stics. Tafel! 21a 



FKIC 



38 



TAHE IA-12 



Plact pf Riiidinci and PlKi of Hark of All Uorktn and Black Workers in 

Tfct DallM-ft. ilarth Httropolitan Ana by Ctntral City and Ring**. I960, 1970. 1980 



All liorkcrc Uho Livi and Vo^-k in SHSA of Rstidcnct 



^'^*»' fork In Central City Uork In Ring 

I'iO 1970 1980 I960 1970 1980 1960 1970 1980 



Uvt in C«ntral City 260,691 323.427 404,321 250,651 286,985 336,408 10.040 36.442 68,lf 

'.IV. InRia, U0.382 253,3}4 911,238 52.189 136.972 252.173 88.193 131.332 iWM 

Total 401,073 531.72! 1,315.759 302,840 413,957 533,583 98,233 167.774 ?27,t7 

"t of Total 100.01 10C.O lOO.OX 75.5X 71.2X 44.7X 24.5X 23 81 55 ' 



Black Borkers Uho Live and Wsr* ir. SNSfl of Residencs 

.m in Central City 45.901 63.95-5 97.832 44.743 56.460 83,307 1.153 7.530 14.073 

UvelnRinq 3.0?0 10.194 52.363 1.528 2.311 7.351 6.562 7.683 45.flr 

Tota 53.?9J 74.!g4 150.250 46.276 58.971 91.158 7,715 15.213 59,091 

t sf Total lOO.OX 100.0 lOO.OX 35.75 79.5X 60.7X 14.3X 20 5X 39 ' 



Ss-rces! 1960 Census jf PopuUtun. Detailed Charscterjstici. Table 216 

1970 Census of Population, Spe:ial Subject Reosrt. Un-Incsw Population. Table 26 
1980 Census cf Pspulaticn. Characteristics of Workers :r detrspolitan Areas. Tible 1 



» Does not include ni.-kers -no xtrk sutsice Sf<3A of residence 



TAUE tA-t3 



P1»C5 of RMidtnci ind Placi of ttork of Ali Uorkers and Black Uorkars in 
Tht CliviUnd Niiropolitan Araa by Cintral Citv and Ring*; I960. 1970. 1980 



Ali liorkirt IHio Livi and Uork in SHSA of Rssidtnct 



Uork In Central Citv Uork In Ring 

I'M 1970 198C I960 1970 1980 1960 1970 1990 



Livi in Cwtral Citv 313,887 238,606 132.7U 288.819 130.483 130,435 240.068 58.123 52.2W 
Liwt In Ring 332.850 461,317 !53.006 174.318 200,652 191,780 148.532 260,665 361.226 

Totai 645,737 699.923 735.720 463,137 381,135 322,215 338.600 318,788 



413,503 



X of Total tOJ.OX lOC.O lOO.Ot 71.71 54.5X 43.31 i0.2t 45.5X 56.31 



Black Uorktrs liho Ltv> and Uork in SHSA of Residence 

Livt in Ctntral City 77.255 77.939 66.501 •72.517 59.434 43,551 4,738 18,505 17.750 

Livf In Ring 2,740 15.413 23,204 376 9.885 22,619 1.864 5.528 15,585 

Total 445,737 93.352 104.705 73,393 69.319 71.170 6,602 24.033 

t of Total lOO.OX 100.0 lOO.OX 11. 4X 74.3X 68.0X l.OX 25.7X 



Sourcts: I960 Census cf Population. Detailed Characteristics, Table 216 

1970 Census of Population. Special Subject fieport. Un-IncDte Population. Table 26 
1980 Census of Population, Cha'actsristics of Uorkeri in «et'epol;tan Areas. ^ib\t 1 

» Does not include Morkerj who wt< outside SKSA of resiserce 
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TABLE lA-U 
St. Lottii 



PUct of fiNtdinct and Pljct of «orli of All Korkri and Blad' Uorkirt in 
Thi St. Louis Nttropohtan ftrea by Ctntral City and Ring*: 19iO. 1970. 1980 



All Workirc Uho Livl ind Uor*' in SHSA of Pesidercs 



Total 
1960 



1970 



1980 



«C'k In Central City 



1960 



1970 



Uork In Ri„, 
I960 



1970 



Livt in Central City 268,816 199,271 

Livi In P.ing 436,073 60-t.254 

Total 698, £19 803.S2'" 

X of Total 100.01 100.0 



1^9,290 
756.611 
9CS.90I 



2M.032 
159.832 
400.914 
57.4X 



157,194 
181.477 
338.671 
42.11 



113,431 
192,461 
305.392 
33. 8X 



21,734 
276.241 
297.975 
W2.6X 



42.077 
422,777 
464.854 
57.91 



Black Uoritrs Itto L;vf and Ucrk \n sf Residence 

LivB m Central Citv 58.638 66.830 53.428 

Li/» In Ring 18,139 30,8"S S5.328 

Total ?i.7''? q-.706 112.756 

X t-; r:tai loo.ox :oc.o loo.ox 



52.611 
3.970 
56.581 
73. 7X 



50.292 
10.154 
60, ^A6 
61. 9X 



4C.811 
15.706 
56.517 
50. IX 



6,C27 
14.160 
20.187 
26. 3X 



16,538 
20.722 
37.260 
38. IX 



12,417 
43,6 

49 



Sources: i960 Cenm of Population. Detailed Characteristics. Table 216 

1970 Census of Population. Special Subject Report. Lci«-Inc5se Population. T»ble 36 
1?30 Census of Population. Characteristics of Uork^-s in Metropolitan areas. Table 1 

» Does not include norkers Mho «ork otts-.de SHSA af reside-ce 



ERIC 



41 



TMLE 1A-I5 
tmrk 



PlKt of Rttidtnct and Plact of Uork of All karktr« and Black yorktr^ m 
^1 NtMlrk NtirepeUtan Ar«a by Ctntral CUy and Ring*: I960, 1970. 1980 



All iiorktrt Uho L:vt and Work in SKA of R»sidenct 



^ot>l Ucrk In Cflntral City Uork In R:nq 

H?0 1^80 1960 1970 1980 I9i0 1970 1930 



Livt in Ctntral City !a*,7a6 9«.98a 73,091 93.878 65,^16 «.3fll 31,8h8 31,566 27,710 

UvflnRing 368,601 438.593 546,063 77.329 70.036 58,47i 311,273 368,557 437,584 

Total 5^3.327 53S.57E :,19.153 170.207 135,452 103,857 343,120 400,123 515,296 

• nf Total 100.01 lOO.O 1.^0.01 33.21 25-31 16.31 66.81 74.71 82.21 



Black iiorktrs Uho Livt and Uork xn SKSA of Ptsidsnct 

Livt in Ctntral City 36,314 44,445 38.293 25.024 28.543 22,655 11,290 15.d>7 15,63S 

Livt In Ring 28.805 38.106 62,768 4.208 3,724 15,557 24,597\ 29,382 47,211 

Total 65,119 82.551 101.061 29»232 37,2"3 33.212 35.887 ' 45,279 -2,849 

1 of Total 100.01 100,0 100.01 44.91 45.21 37.81 55.11 54.81 6c,2X 

i 

SourCBt: 1960 Ctnius of Population. Cttailtd C^^a^acttrlfitics. Tabit 216 

1970 Cfnsus of Population, Sptcial Subjtct Rtport. LoH-Incsit Population. Table 26 
1980 Ctntus of Population, Characttristics of Uorktrs m Httropohtan Arjjs, Tabli 1 

t Ssts net i^cludt Horktrs Mho wo^k outside 5MSA of residtnct 
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TABLE tA-(6 
lotton 



Plact of Rttidnci and Place of Uork of All yorisrs and Black Uor<irs in 
Tht SottOA (totropolttan Ar»s by Csntral City aid Ring*: lO&O. t<?70. H80 



All Uorksri Uho Ltvt and Uork i'^ 3f Rcsidsnce 



Total 
19&0 



1970 



1930 



Siork In 
I960 



Central City 
1970 



1980 



Uork In Ri'^q 
19i0 1970 



l?£C 



Liv» in Central Citv 361.601 221 tbl 215.193 216.180 174.183 165.100 45,421 47.484 

Live In Ring 661,203 740,162 911,280 193.314 195,591 220.074 467,389 544.581 

Total 922.904 961.829 1.126.463 AO". 494 369.764 385,174 513,310 592,065 

X jf Total 100. OX lOO.O lOO.OX 44.4X 38. ^X 34. 2X 55. iX 61. iX 



50.083 
691,206 
741,280 

65.81: 



Black Uorksrc Uhc Live aid Uork :r. SHSA cf Rf$:den:e 

Liwt m Central City 22,518 25.358 35.991 17.312 19.711 28.534 4.706 5.6%/ 7.407 

LivtlnRing 6,211 7.626 12,810 1.773 2,428 4.341 4,438 5.198 8,469 

Total 28,729 3?. '84 1,3,901 19.585 22.139 32,925 9.144 10.845 IS.574 

X of Total lOO.OX lOO.C lOO.OX 68.2X 67.1X 67.5X 31.8X 32.9X 32.IX 



Source.: 196C Census cf Pcoulation. Detailed Charjctenstics. ^Ult 216 

1970 Census of Foaulaticn. Special Subject Report, Lon-Incow PcpoUtion. Table 26 
1980 Census of Population. Characteristics jf Uorkers in det-opciitjn Areas. T<ble 1 

* Does not include no.-lers nho work uutside SMSfi of 'esidence 



TABLE lA-<? 
Sm Frinsttco 



PUm of RMJdtno and Plact of Us'k of ail Uorktrs aid Black Uc-ksrs \n 

Tht San Fr»Mi»et (••trooolitan Arsa b-. CsntrsI City and Ring*! 19sC-. PTO. !^S0 



All Uorkarc Uhe Iv,-. and Uerk m SCSA cf Residence 

To**! 'Jork In Central Citv Uork In Ring 

•''60 59^0 1?90 HiO 1970 19S0 I960 1970 1980 

Livi m Ctntral City 439.531 ?74.?5: 299.395 827,6<t8 252,689 25c.W7 ( 238.0671 24.308 36.98'' 

UvtlnRing 5*7.524 806.754 1.021,972 396,420 144,517 133.195 17!. 104 662,237 839.777 

Total I.0C7,I05 1.033.751 1.311.357 1,224,068 397.206 434.602 ;2I6.9631 636.545 876.764 

X of Total V^.at 100.0 lOO.Oy. 131.51 36.7S 33.1X -cl.5X 63.35 ii.fl 



Blacl Uorkers Uhe -ive and V'crk ir S»(SA o* \£v.itT\:t 

Liwt in Central City 75,054 57.341 a5.«=87 62.320 35.ts7 22.201 12,834 2.674 3.''g6 

Live In Ring 33.166 60.33i "1.055 8.102 9,4C7 16.688 25,064 51,929 74,36" 

Total 108,330 38. l?"? 117.042 70,332 33.5-4 33.389 37.898 54.603 78,153 

X of Total lOO.OX :03,J ICO.OX 65. OX 33.'.X 33.25 35.0X 61.9X 66.8X 



Source*: 19*0 Census of Fopulition. Ostjiled Characteristics, ^abls c\h 

'.97<) Census af Pofulation. Soecia! Subject Pspcrt. LjM-Inct« Psoilaticn. Tible 26 
1980 Census of Pczulatior. Charictenst-.cs of Uorkers in Wetropciitan ftrejs. Table ! 

» Does -.ot nclide utrkers who work outside SHSfi .Tf resid9n:e 
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TABLE IB 



Pl8c» af Rfftidvnct and PlKt of Uork of AH Korkers and Black «ori(irs in !5 •Istropditi'^ 
flrtai by Ctntral City and Ring: 1960, 1970. l980 



^0**1 Work In Central Citv Ucrl Ir Smg 

NEu m cm ^"^* ^"^ ^''^ ^'"^ ''^"'^ "^'^ ^''^ '"^ 

Otfctr Uorktrst Livt in Central utv 73.5X i5.3X 7a.2!£ 8S.8X 34.5t 91.21 ii.as 9 3x ^SX 

Livt In Ring 26.5S 3h.2X a-^.e*. r.2X 13.5S S.8X SS.'sX cO.'tx 93*'X 

Black Uorkar* Live in Cantra! :st\ S8.2i a7.6X 9(!.3i 98. OX 96.0X 97.6X 71.7X 30 ss 17 S' 

t-jviInRmg n.ax 12.41 3.7x 3. OX 2.0'. 2.« 28. 3X 79.1i aa.W 

CHICAGO 

Other VIorfceri Live 11 Central C:ty S.iX -1.)-. 30.2* 76.2X i7.gs s0.7t l'.3X I. OX !) 

5?.0X i9.SX a3.8X 3a.2X 39.3X 33.7X fli.OX "COX 

Slack Ucrkers Live m Cettra! Citv %.',% 39.CX 93. 2X 97.51 93 ft 2' 5i 54 5X 46 2X 

LivelnRirc 9.7X 12.0X 19.1X t.SX 2.5X V.8X i2'.5X 45*.5X Ss'.aS 

DETRaiT 

Other Uorkers Ljve ,n Centril Citv 40.1X 25.1S ll.OS 4:.:x 47.5i 31.IX 15 5X 12 "-X 5 *X 

I'*" ''9 59.9X 74.;x 39.0X 33.n 52.25 68.9X 84.5X 87.3X 94'.5I 

Black Uorfcers Live in Csntral Citv 54.82 88.4X S3.3X U.n 95.55 93.4X 5' 3S 75 8X b7 41 

Live In Ring i3.cS 11.65 li.ax 3.9S 3.4X 42.7*. 24*.2X 32*.65 

PHILAOELPKIA 

Other Uorkert Li»e m Central Citv 42.4X 3^.9X 25.5X 72.5X 65.61 2X 6 5*. " 3X 5 "X 

liv^InRing 57.61 66 2X 74.11 27.5x 34.41 37.8X 93".5X 9^".-: 94'.3X 

Black Uorlers L: ^ in Central Cit^ '8."^ 78.0S 6'.6S 97.2X 95.7X 51 3'i 24 'X 31 « =4 

LivelnR-.n, 3I.:: 22.0X 30.4X 2.QX h.sx S.7X 68*.6X UM 

LOS ANSELES 

Other Uorlers Live n Central C.ty 38..};i 39. « i5.31t 3!.2X 3a. 9X -'.n 19 jX IS 2X 

'■'■•■e ''i-g Si.;*! 52.:i 60.1". 3^.8X 14.8!; 13. '.v T^jx gt'^x V. 'iK 

Black acrkPrs Lue in Central City 7;.:-; ,7.3. r-.j, g^ .j ,^ 3^ ,^ ^. ,^ 

Live In Ring 25.0', 32.7X 43.5X 14.9X 73.7X S4.IX 89.3X 5o'.3« 37'.3X 
UASHINSTON. D.C. 

Sther «:rk.rs Li-e Central- :itv r.iX :.5* 9.3X ;i.CX =2.9', 14 iX l 7v j -x < 

LivelnR-.ng 72.S!: 5'.5X 90.7X fc.OX 76.r. 75.4X 9i.lt 93'.3X ^Ll 

5Uck aorters Li/e n Central City 3-.Sy. 75.'!'. ^!>.n 95.f!l 96.6!; -\5S 5J.-x 'O.^* 



J" ::..=!. ^.!X 53.31: 



•CUSTCN 



Black acrke-"! wive m ."e^t-jl Citv r-.'.\ 3.j. ,-.:v ;3_-x (53-,^ :j .;. 
Lue Ir. ^;r.g i).:". 3, 



".3X 7.:X S.!X 5i.7X j,7.6i 
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-..SX 13.4!i 29.5X 43. 3S 49.2!'. '?.=!: 



ether U»rk,r? Li.e in :s-t.-,ict ,0.A =0.3'. Sc.'/; 5C.3X .9 3« : 

In S5".? 25.s\ ??.1X -3.7X :3.n cS.sX ^^cX S}.?". V.7. iV.?', 



f.3N !?.V< 33. 3t 
76. £X 



Tibli IB (Ccnt'd) 



' lALTINWr 
Otfcar iiorkirt list in Central City 
Liva In fiin; 

r llxk torktrt L- .n Ctntral Citjf 
Li.a Itt R:n9 

ICU ORLEANS 

Othtr UorUri Li^i in Csntral City 
Liva In Ring 

• llick HorkKf Livt in Ctnt-al Citv 
Live In ^inq 

• HEHP4IS 

. athtr ttortsrs Live m Cent'-al Citv 
liwe In Rir; 

Black Uorkert Live in Central Cit; 
live In Rijjq 

ATLMJTA 

Other Workers Live m Central City 
live In Rirg 

Black Uorker; Live in Central City 
Live In Ring 

DALLAS 

Other Ucrkers Live ir Csntril Citv 
Live In ^inj 

61;ck Workers Live u Central Cit/ 
Live In Ring 

CLEVELAND 

Other lierkers Live in Cent 
Live In Ring 

Black iJcrkers Li.e in Csit 
live In Fing 

ST. LOiJIS 

flt^^r "trlrs Live ir- Central Citv 
Live In Ring 

' BUck Wc-i'eri Live n Ce-'trai ::t. 

llv« Ir. e;r,g 



47.2X 31 .31 SO.?*, 

52. 8X 68. 7X 19.11 

iiM Si.%t 73. 7t 

14.0t H.hX 36. 3X 



48.5S *7.iX 33. IX 

31. 5X 52.«X 6S.K 

87. 7X 82. ?X 79.8'i 

12. 3X -.7. IX 20.ax 



78. 8S 78."". 42. ?X 

21. cX 21. 3X 37. IX 

3^. OX 87.41 56. 7S 

Is.OX 12. iX 13. 3X 



40. iX 23. 3X 5.2X 

59. 4X 76. 7X 90.3X 

81. ;X S1.4X 50.9* 

19. 7X 18. 6X 49. IX 



it.?X 51.1': 26. 3X 

33. IX 68. 9X 73. 7X 

35. "'X 86.3*. bS.lX 

15. OX 13.7X 34. 9X 



41. 36. 5!*. 13. 4X 

58. 3X "3.5S S1.6X 

96.3X 33.5t. 63.5X 

S.;*! li.5X 36. 5X 



'.i.il IS.as '2.1S 

07.2". 81. =S 37. 9X 

"i,4''. 63.41 47. ;t 

53.;'. il.ii 52.65. 



6o.3X 5:.0S 58.1X 

33. 7X 49. OX 61. 9i 

?7.5X 95.8X 84.9t 

2.5X 4. at 15.1X 



31. 3X 64.11 53.61 

18.7! 35.91 46.41 

?6.7X 94. 3X 93.25 

3.3S S.7X 6.81 



88.5X 89.2X 73.71 

n.sx lo.ax 26.3x 

92.2X 95.21 94.91 

''.3X 4.81 5. IX 



52.4X 39.71 21.21 

47. 8X 60.31 78.8X 

95.6X 94.61 64.41 

4. 41 5.41 35.6X 



S0.3X 64.91 50.81 

19.71 35.11 49.21 

94.71 95.71 91.91 

3. 31 4.31 3.11 



55.51 33.91 33.41 

44. 5S ol.2X -JM 

?S.81 35.71 4S.21 

1.2X 14.3X 3<.8X 



54.71 38.41 2?.!1 

45.3*; 4!. 61 "■:.91 

^j.OX 83.31 73.2'i 

".OX '.6.3X 2\8'. 
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14.31 13. 3X 3.11 

85.71 86.ax 91.91 

46.31 44.21 49.01 

53.71 35.81 51.01 



15.9X 17.31 10.6X 

34. IX 82.7X 89.41 

26.4X 44.01 41.61 

73.61 56.01 SB.41 



26.91 32.31 20.01 

75.11 67.71 80.01 

12.31 40.01 30.61 

81.71 60.01 69.41 



19.71 7.41 3.41 

80.31 92.41 96.61 

28. si 53. 4X 32.21 

71. 4X 46.61 s7.8X 



*?.21 I'.Ol 3.11 

9i'i.2X 81.01 ?1.91 

14.91 49.51 33.31 

85.11 50.51 76.21 



41.41 !3.i>X 9. CI 

39.41 84.01 91.01 

71,31 77. OX 53. 5X 

23.21 =3.01 44.51 



5.71. 4.01 i.31 

9^.31 9«..0i ?5.71 

35. =1 .4, Hi 22.41 

"•■.l". 55.41 "".6i 



I 

Tibli 18 (Cont'd > 



NEUARK 

Othtr «crVtr» Livi in Csntrsl City 19. 7t fi.oX h8.1S g^.st 34. 4X i.'X it.ts 2.:s 

Liw«lB«'.a9 S0.3X 38. « ?3.3X 5i.« 62. « 93. 3X 95. iX 97. 3\ 

Bljcli tterkirs Live in Central City 55. SX 53.84 37. ?t aS.iX 7S.W 59.3!i 31. 5S 35. U 3h.9X 

Live !p Ring in.ait 46. 2X 62.lt 14. 4X ?3,4X 40. 7X fc8.5S 64. 9X 75. ;X 

lOSTCN 

Othtr Uorltert Live in Centrjl Citv =6.?-. 31.!^: 14.6*. 50. i4.4X 38.35 9.U 7.21 S.?* 

Live In fine 73. 3t 75.9X 33. »X 49. IX 55.6X sI.SX 91. 9X 9a.8X "V.IX 

Blact aorkers live in Certrjl City 73. 4''. 76. -3.8". flO.'X 99. OX 38.91 51.5S 5S.1X 46. 7X 

Live In Ring Sl.iX 23.1X 3i.3X 9.1X ll.flX 13.gX 48.5X 47.9X 53.3X 

SAN FRANSISCO 

Othsr Workers Live i" Central Citv 40.6X 48.'.X dMi c3..n 63.61 58.21 10.41 3.41 4.21 

Lwe Inking 59. « 51.61 77.91 32.01 37.41 41.81 69.61 96.61 95.8S 

BUckUorkers Live in Central Citv -8.41 76. '1 73.81 39.01 Sa.Sl 51.51 52.11 46.71 

Live In Ring 21.61 23.1X c6.3S 9.1X 11. OX 13.2X 43.5X 47.9X 53.31 



»Cther Uorkeri Includes All Uorkers except tlizV aoreers 

• Data presented fcr I960 are for Uhite I Ken-»lhite populations 
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TAllE 2 



Norkiri Living In Central CitiN of SnSA's By PUct of Hork and Race: 1980 





Black 




Hhite 




Other 






Total 


Z 


Total 


Z 


Total 


X 


Living In Cmtral City 


5,276,997 


100.01 


21,767,414 


100. oz 


2,024,930 


100. OZ 


Horking In Cmtral City 


3,665,698 


k9 St 


IS 771 7A9 


79 KJ 


1 1T7 ^(\k 


71 AT 


Harking In CBD 


331,398 


10.11 


2,424,480 


11. iz 


183,204 


9.0Z 


Working In Ring 


725,353 


13.71 


3,212,727 


14.71 


287,961 


14.2Z 


Horking Outside SnSA 


141,799 






4.41 


69,837 


V Mm 

3.41 


Horkplaci Not Reported 


743,148 






a.4Z 


229,626 


11.41 
• 


ikirkers Living In Rings ai SISA's By Place of 


Hork ard 


Pact: 1980 










Black 




Hhitf 




Other 






Total 


I 


Total 


I 


Tr il 


Z 


Living In Ring 


2,422,267 


100.01 


41,298,883 


100.01 


1,638,463 


lOO.OZ 


Working In Central City 


751,225 


31.01 


11,454,366 


27.71 


485,338 


29.61 


Horking In CBD 


118,117 


4.91 




1 ST 


70,270 


4.61 


Horking h Ring 


1,203,723 


49.71 


93 217 107 


SA TT 

JO. ■ik 


A70 710 
9/0, /It 


jJtOZ 


Horking Outside SHSA 


150,191 


6.23 


r T« ?A0 
tf 1 jJJf &v7 


n IT 

a. It 


111 071 


L OV 


Horkplace Not |)ep:rted 


317,128 


13.U 


3,241,313 


7.9Z 


163.135 


10 01 


Distribution of SnSA Hcrkers By Place o^ Hork 


and Race: 


1980 










Central City 


CBD 




Ring 






Total 


I 


Total 


z 


Total 


I 


All Horkers 


33,569,902 


99.91 


5,324,736 


100. oz 


29,555,982 


lOO.OZ 


Slack 


4,417,923 


I3.2X 


449.715 


12.2Z 


1,929,078 


6.5Z 


Hhite 


27,229,135 


ai.u 


4,413,519 


82. 9X 


26,460,224 


8'?.5; 


Other 


1,922,344 


0.61 


259,502 


4.9Z 


l,166,6a0 


4.01 



Soiree: 1980 Census of Fopuiation, Characteristics of Worters in Netropolitan Areas, Table I 
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Tabli 2A 

Uorktr* Liviii9 in Cwtral Citiw tnd Uorking m SHSA of Rssidence by P'.ace tf 
Uork and Ran: 17 SHSA's, 1980 



HY City 



Chicago 



Detroit 



Philad. 



Uhit> 
Black 
Qt«t»r 

Uhiti 
Black 
Other 

Uhite 
Black 
3thBr 

Uhtts 
Black 
Ottifr 



Lcs Angsles libite 
8Iaci( 
Other 

Uachmgtsn Uhite 
Black 
Other 



Houston 



ihue 
Blacii 
Other 



living In Central City ! 



mng Ir Ring 



ttkg in CCiUkg CBO lUk; Ring ilikg -.r CCiifig CBS !ULg Ring 1 



Baltiicrc ithite 
Slack 
Of-er I 

i 

Orleans Uh-,te I 
Slack ! 
, Other ; 

UhiU : 
Slack ! 
3ther ' 

I 

ilhite I 
Slack ! 
Other • 



Heapb;s 



(tlanti 



<J7.eX! 

I 

ao.ct! 

95.0",! 
3C.5X: 

f 

t 

59. ?X! 
69.9t! 
71.9X-; 

I 

85. 7X! 
88.9X: 
90.4X: 

73. :S! 
70. 3x: 
73. OX! 

I 

86. or 

79. iS! 
33. m. 

76.7*: 

r 

8*. 7X1 

3*.2x; 

93.61! 
^5.^!^: 

75. cn: 

73.5".; 
it.2V 



13.7X! 
i;.9X! 
12.9X! 

I 

15.5X1 

9.3X1 
I 

10. at! 
t0.9X; 
10. 8i! 

> 

19.9!! 
16. IX! 

7. SSI 
6.9X' 

21. ox: 

12. 9S! 

13. ox; 

10. 6X! 
9.iX: 
3. OX! 

I 

11.3X! 

I 

24.5!.! 
21.5".! 



7 ' 
S.i"! 
3.2X' 



1.9X1 
l.SX! 

EO.OX! 
15.01! 
19.5'.: 

I 

hC.IX! 
30. 2X! 
28. IX' 

14. 3X' 
11. IV 
9.6X1 

36. 9x: 

29. 7X' 

27.-3!:; 

I 

14. OX' 
EC. -41! 
16. 3X! 

ia.4x: 
3. or! 

7.5X: 



11. 6X! 

I 

15. !X' 
\2.sV 

i5.3x: 



24. ix: 
22.3X! 
37. 9\: 

I 
t 

23. CX! 

2i).3^. 

26."X: 

I 
» 

13.5X! 
24. 7X: 
25. 3X! 

I 

18. !X! 
I9.6X' 
22.7X1 

23.9X! 
39.5^1! 
30. 7X' 

I 

27.9X 

47. OX! 

37. ix: 

f 

A6.0X! 

48.:xi 

53.9X1 

j 

?2.3^' 
39.:Xi 

3t.3X 
2^. 

43. IX! 
Z'A\: 
3! 

29. '.X 

:?.5X! 



3.2X! 
9.6X! 

7. OX! 

? "*! 
J . I* t 

6.5x; 

I 

3.3X1 
4.7X' 
^.5\! 

5.9V 
4.6X: 
7.2X1 

3. IX! 
4.9X: 
".SX! 

I 

6.9fl| 

B.^x: 
:o.2xi 

S.fiXI 

iA%\ 

3.9Xi 
I 

5.3X1 

'•.2x: 

i.7X! 

I 
> 

ll.s". 
IS.7X! 
'2 ''^J 

2.=X! 

t.^X' 
= .9'.' 
9.2".! 



75.9X! 
7f.7t! 
62.2X! 

I 

78.0X! 

73.7Xi 

,7*».0X! 
I 

83. 5X! 
75. 3X; 

I 

81.9X1 

ao.HXi 

77.3X1 
I 

/{>. »x > 

60. 5S! 
69. 3X! 

I 

72.1X1 
53. OX! 
62. 9x: 

54. OX! 
51. 9X! 
46. IX! 

I 

s'^.ax 
60. 3x: 
58.51! 

I 

63. 'X. 
75. IX! 
56. 9X' 

42. ?X! 

a'..;\' 



*!.?X' 
5'.9V 

ti.5x: 



-Rir 



n (CoRt'di 



0«1!» Uhiti 
Blxk 
Othir 

Cltviland Uhiti 
Black 
Other 

St. Louii Uhitt 
Black 
Othir 

Nwurk Itttiti 
Black 
Ottiar 

Boiton tlhite 
Black 
Othar 

San Fran. Uh:t« 
Black 
athar 



8a.3V. 45.4t! 

8S.&S! i0.9S! 

83.^; a.SX! 

» I 

"0.2X1 is.ox; 

73.0t: iS.Ot! 

78.0X! 11. ox: 

I f 

« 1 

75.8t: 14.Wi 

76.4X! 15.2X: 

74.1X1 13.8X1 

I I 

I I 

i6.3X! 13.«! 

39.1X1 18.4X1 

60.3X1 14.2X1 

' I 

I I 

76.2X1 13.5X! 

UA%\ IS.lti 

t I 

87.4X; 14.7X1 

85. 4X' 22.JX1 

87.4X1 29. iX: 



17.7X1 29.1X1 

14.4X1 14.0X1 

li.OX! 23.4t! 

29.3X1 33.0X1 

27.0X1 59.0X1 

22.0X1 46.^X1 

I f 

» 1 

24.2X1 24.CX1 

23.«1 40.9X1 

35.9X1 31.2X1 

I f 

» I 

33.8X1 8.7X1 

40.9X1 24.3X1 

39.7X1 1S.5X1 

I I 

' » 

23.8X1 23. 9X! 

2C.tX; 33.9X1 

23. 9X! c9.5'i! 

• J 

la.sXl 14.7X1 

:4.6X1 18.3X1 

IS.iXl 25.1X1 



12.1X1 70.9X1 

1.8X1 d&.OX 

2.4X1 77.4X1 

I 
I 

10.0X1 67.0X1 

18.5X1 41.0X 

13.3S1 53.4X1 

I 
I 

5.5X1 76.0X1 

9.0X1 59.1X 

5.7X1 48.t 

t 
1 

3.4X: 91.3X1 

8.9X1 75.2X 

4.1X1 83.5X1 

I 
I 

5.9X1 76.1X1 

8.4X! 66.1X 

7.25! 70.5X1 

7.1X1 g3.3X- 

7.2X1 gi.7X 

10.8X1 74.9X1 



Sourca: U.S. Census. Jourr.ay To iori. '.980. Table 2. 



ERIC 
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TABLE 3 

Slack Horkirs Hho Live and Hark in SNSA of Residence as as Percent of All Norkers 
Hho Live and Hork in 3NSA of Residence by Place of Residence and Place ot Mork: 
1960, 1970, 1980 





1 
1 


Live In Certral City 




Live In Ring 




Horkers ! 

1 


Total; Hork In CC Hork Ii Rng 


Total 


Hork In CC Hork In Ring 


1960 
1970 
1980 


10. 61! 
lO.lZ! 

lo.iz; 


1S.8Z1 15.95 14.8Z 
17.0Z! 16.7Z 17.6Z 
17.5?.! 17.6X 17.2Z 


'.6Z 
4.2Z 
S.U 


3.6Z 5.2Z 
3.7Z 4.4Z 

5.9'^ j.az 



TABlE ^ 

Distribution af Black Worke's Mo Live ar>d Korlf in of Residence 
By PUce oi Pesicence ard Place o^ Work: 1960, 1970, 1980 





1 

J 




Jve In Central City 




Live 111 


Ring 




Horkers ! 

1 


Tstal! 


ilork In C3 Hcrk In Ring 


Total 


Hork Ip CC 


More In Ring 


I960 
1970 
1980 


100. OZ! 
100. OZ! 
100. OZ! 


79.6?! 
78. IZ 
69.2:'.! 


72.11 7.5Z 
S5.2Z :2.9Z 
57.3?. 1I.4Z 


20.42 
21. 9X 

30.82 


5.8Z 
7.0Z 

11. 8Z 


14. 6Z ! 
14.9X ! 

19.0X 
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TA3LE 3A-l! Nm Vork City 



9Ucl Borlurt «h« Live »nd Uart in S!«Sa of Rssidencs a; ?5 Perctnt of All norVers 
«!>» Livi lAd tork in SSSA jf PKidinee b-. F'.jce of Sesidsrc* jnd ?!jce of aorks 
m. 1*70. 193C 









i;e Ir Central Cit> 




Live In Ring 






SMSA 














Total; 


ysrk In C: kork In Ping 


Tstil 


Ucrk !n CC Ucrk 


In Sing ! 






13,5!;! 


16, » 


5,5S 


92. 5X 


7.cX ! 


1970 




!7.3r 


14,91 


! 5,« 


2,7X 


6,4X 


1980 


* 


cl.lX! 


31, U 19,7? 


6,9t 


6.4X 


7, IX ! 



TABLE 4A-1: Hen Vork City 

Distribution cf Blick UcrUrs UhD Live and iicrk ir* SHSft of P»iidenci 
3y Plact o''" Reiideice and Placi of Work; im. 1170, 1930 



Li;5 In Cantral Citv 



















Workers ! 

t 


Tata;! 


«crk In :Z 


Wsrk In Ring 


Tstsi 


aork In CC 


Work In Ring 


i960 




S8,cX! 


i!.3X 


26. sr. 


11, 3X 


i.as 


10. iX : 


1970 


ioo.oxi 


8:.6X! 


84, SX 


2,3X 


12. 4X 


1.5X 


10. 6\ 


1980 


100. OS! 


90. 3X! 


38, 7S 


1,6X 


9,1\ 


S.2X 


".5x : 



ERLC 
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TAM 36-2: Chicago 



Black Uorktrt Uha Live a-j acrk ir SNSA :f Residirce a? a5 Oercent of All wo<-lers 
Wis Livt and Uork in SHSA of Residence by Place sf !<Bs:d8nce and Place *ork! 
1960, 1370, 1980 



! -.we In Central Citv ! L:ve In Rnc 
AH SNSA I ! ... 

Ucrkers ! Total! Mark In CC tto'l" In Rir.a 1 Total Uork Ir. CC Usrk In Rin? 



''40 ' 17-S«! 14.0y. S.6X 3 3X 

197) '■ 34.1X' ao.3X ! 2.9i l.ax 3.3X 

! 31. ;X S4.2X ! 4.3X 4.9X ^.0X 



TABLE 4fi-E: Chicago 



Distribution of 31ack Usrters Uho Live and Uork in SMSft of fissidence 
8y Place of Residence and ?Uce tf Uoro I9iO. 1970. 1530 



: Live In Ce^tnl City ! Live [n Rino 
Ail 3HSA ! . 1 

Uorkers : Total! Uork In CC Uork In Rng ; Total Uork in CC Uork I- 6,nq 

1940 lOO.OX! 90.3';! 35. 4X 4.9X |" ?.7S j j 

1970 IM.3X; 88.0X1 7i.IX 12. 3X ' '.2.CX 20\ ic'c'x 

1930 loc.ox: so.ri! n't la.js - ^z <i c (j« j^'j^ 
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TABLE aA-3: Dttrsit 



Black Uorictr; liha I'ua ard Uork in SKSfi »f A»sider.c« as as Pe-cfnt sf All uorlers 
yho Livt ami Ucrk in SNSA of Rtsidfnc« bv Place of P.9iiiin:s and Piacs &f (icrk: 
1960, mo, 1980 



All 3HSrt 



ma 

1970 
1980 



Live In Central Cit/ 




LivB In Ping , 


Total; «ork In CC llork 1:^ Ring 


Total 


Uork In CC Uork Ir^ fling ' 


22.6i: S3.3X 30.a 


a.9S 


47.8X 3.4X 


38.tfX! 33.7X 37.1X 




iM a.7X 


!5.iti ;3,5X 48, "X 


a.9x 


4.3t i.il 



TABLt 4fi-3: BetrDit 



Distribution cf Black ^^orksrs Uho live and Uork in SHSA of Rfisidenct 
8y Place of P«id«nc» and Placs of lirrk: 19d0. 1970, 1930 



Live In Central Citv ! Live I^. Rino 





All SNSA :- 
Uorkirs ! 


Toti'.: 


Uork In CC 


BorV In sJing 


Total 


yorl In CC 


ilcrk In Ring 


19sO 


!CO,0".I 


iii.iV, 


73.1*. 


13. 


13.2!; 




10.3X 


197C 




:3.*v 




c7.!X 


: 11. 




8. at 


1590 


i:o. 


33.?^: 


5E.5X 


?5.3"'. 


I4.=^t 


^.37. 


19. 2t 
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TABLe Philadslphu 



Black WorkBrs ilhs lw« ard ycrk :^ of ^iisidence a; as Percent cf All KC^Iie^s 
Uho Live and Uork u. 3MSA of RKidence 5y Place ^esiden:^ snd Place of 'iork: 
19S0, !?70, IPSO 



Live In Centra! C:tv I Lv.e 1?^ Ping 

All SMS I : 

Uorkars : Total: Uc-k In CC Ucrk In Ring ' Total Uc^ In CC Uork In Pmg 



t^60 : 23. 8X! aS.SX ; 5.8X S2.0!: a,9X 

! 23M\ ?i.3X ' 5.3X 3.3X S.9X 

IWO ' 30. sr. 3t.cX .5.5X ! 5,3X i.7X 6. at 



TABLE MA-i»j Philideiohii 



Di5tncut:c I of Blacl: yi^rkers Who Live ar.d Uor^ ii^ 'cMSA of Pesidence 
By Place cf Residenc?.- snd Pisce of ^crk: !9S0, !97C, 1930 



L:ve In Cent-ai City \ I'lve Ir Ring 



a;; caca > 







"otall 


«ori In CC 


Uork In Ring 


Total 


Wort In CC 


Work In Qi 


19iO 




73. ^y.' 


73. 8X 


&.1X 


21. IX 


2. IX 


19. OX 


in. 




•ra.ox' 


£9.4X 


3.&X 


22. OX 


3. IX 


13. 9X 




100. jX! 


69. SX! 


ol.9X 


7.7X 


30. 


5.9X 


.24. AX 
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TABLE 3A-5! Lot Angtlii 



B!acfc Uorksrt iiho Lwc and Uork :n SHSA of K85id«nc« as as Percent o^ All Morksrs 
iMio Livt and Uork in SNSA of Resid»nc« bv Place of RH:d»nre a*td Place of Uork: 
t94C, t<?7C, 1980 



All SHSA 
ttcrktrs 



Li;» 1.1 Cintra: City 



Livfi In R:n5 



'otali 


«;-k In CC 


Uork In Rim 


Totil 


Uork In CC 


Ho^'r In 9i!5g 


14. 3X! 


15. IX 


11.5S 


4.4X 


37.0X 


3. ax 


lA.lJl 


14. 3X 


13, 4X 


i *.7X 


7.3X 


3. ax 


14, at' 


14. n 


U.2X 


9.2X 


10. IS 


9. IX 



TABU 4A-5i Los Anoelcs 



Distribution^ cf Black ^o^i^n 4hc Lwb a^d Uork n SHSA of Sesidfnce 
3>. Place J^esidcnc* ard Place of Uork: i960. 1970. 1980 



Live l•^ Central Zitf : Li^e Ir "i^g 

au s«SA ; ! 

l^crke^s I Total : ^ork In CC Uork In Pmc I Total Uort Ir CC Ucrk In Ri^g 

............. t 

I ' .......... ..... « 

I960 100. 0!t: 75/.ti: 62. OX 13.0X I 25.0t 10.^ U.U 

1970 100. OX! 67. DX: 43. 9X 18. !X I 33. OX 13.7!: 19. 2X 

1980 no. OX! 51. 5X: 36.2!i 15. 3X I 48.5X 3.9". ...6X 



TABLE 3A-&: Uathin^ton, O.C. 



Black Uorkir* Uho Li^t tr-i Uork in SHSA of Residenct as as Pircint of All Morkfrs 
itto Livi and Uork in SHSA of Rttidtnce by Place of Residence and Place of Uork: 
I960, 1970, 1980 





All SHSA 1- 


Live In Central City 


Live In Ring 




Uorkerf 1 


Total! Uork In CC Uork In Ring 

......... 1 ... 


Total 


Uork In CC Uork In fimg 


1960 
1970 
1980 




W.3X1 46.6X 17.6X 
65.5X! 63.8X 73.2X 
60. 9X! 59. U 69. 2X ! 


5.9X 
5.3X 
15.4X 


61. 9X 8.7X 
7.9X 4.« 
i6.5X 15.01 



TABLE 4A-6: Uasftington, 3.C. 



Distribution of Black Uorkers Uho Live and Uork in SHSA of Residence 
8v Place of Residence and Place of Uork: i960, 1970, 1980 



1960 
1970 
1980 



1 


Live In Central City 




Live In Ring 


WorUri ! 


iDtali Work In CC Uork In Ring 


Total 


Uork In CC Uork In Ring 


100.0X1 
100. 0X1 

100. ox: 


84.9X! 72. IX 12.7X 
75.9X! 40.8X 15. IX 
46.7X! ?7.ax 9.5X 


15.2X 
! 2A.1X 
53.3X 


2M UM 
9.4X 14.6X 
15. 5i 3:."X 
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BlJCk UorUrs Uhc L;vo snd Uork in SMSA cf Raid»pre as >s Psrcmt of AK wrttn 
Uh3 Live and liork m SISfi tf Rmdsrce by Place rf Residence snd Place of Uork: 
!9i0. 1970. 19£^ 



All Zfi^t^ 



I960 
1970 
1-J80 



\ 

w 


In Csrt.-sl C'.tv 




Li«e Ir. Ring 






ijo-k !r. CC Ucrt Ir Ring 


Total 


Uarl- In CC Urrk 


In Sing 


33. It: 


22. at 19. a: 


9. IX 


168.3t 


&.W 




aa.ax 3i.5x 


: 9.3t 


5.9X 


13.21 


2i.3Xl 


c*.9S 30. 6S 


5.''S 


£.9« 


&.SX 



TABLE ^custon 



D:5tribit;on Slac^ i<o'ke-5 Uh: ard «o:if ir. S?1SA of liesidince 
3y Plice of «?«;der.ca ini Place of yori'i iro. PSC 



196C 
1970 
1?80 



W SKA I- 
Ucrk?r; J 

ioo.O!i: 



Lii? 1- Central C;ty 
'otal' 'd:ri. In CC Wor; In q:nc 



39. IX' 
E0.31! 



73.5)t 



lC.9'i 

:^.7r. 



14. IX 

30. 3X 
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TABLE 3A-8: BaltiaorB 



Black Uorktrs iiho Lw« and Uort m SNSA of Rtsidenct ai as Percent of All norktrs 
Uho Livi and Uork in SR^A of Residence by Place of Residence and Place of Uork: 
i9i0, 1970. 1930 



All SHSA 
Uorkers 



1960 
1970 
1980 



Live In Central Citv 


Live Ir. Rmj 


Total! Uork In CC Uork In Ring 

•••••••••• 1 


Total 


Uork In CC Work In Ring 


30. 5s; 30. 2r. 32. « 


6.01 


85.6X 8.SX 


40.6X! 40. 2X 41. 8t 


5.0S 


3.0X 6.C1 


48.2X1 48.97. 45.51 ! 


7.9X 


9.5X 7. IX 



TABLE Baltiicre 



Distribution of BlaCf yorkers Uho Live and Work in SHSA of Residence 
By Place of Residence and PUcb cf Uork: 1940* 19?0< 1980 





1 
1 


L:ve In Central Citv 




Live In Ring 1 




Workers ! 


Total! Work In CC Work In Ring 


: Total 


Work In CC Uork In Ring 


I960 
!970 
1980 


lOO.OSI 
100. OX! 
100. 0X1 


36.05! 75.55 10.55 
95.451 44.45 21. IX 
73.75; 56.55 15.25 


! 14.05 
; U.o5 
26.35 


1.95 12.15 ! 
2.8; 11.85 : 

10.45 IS. ax ; 
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TABLE Mtv Or If ant 

SUc» Uorksrs kho livs and Ucrk in SHSA of Rtiidtncs as as Perctnt of All Hcrkers 
Hho Live and Uork in iHi^ cf Residence by ^Uce Residence and Place of Uork: 
»7C. 1983 



All SMSA 



1960 
1980 



1^ 


'.ve In Central Cit\ 




Live In Rina ' 




«orl( iTi :C «orlr In Ring 


T5tJl 


aori 1 1 CC liOrt In <}jr- 


22.04! 


32.2". 28. is 


ia.s4 


178.7X 17.44 




34.84 35. IS 


! 9.84 


5.94 13. 


45.84' 


'-i.34 i»3.04 


9. a 


6.84 11.14 



TABLE Men Orleans 



Sist'ibcticn of Black Uorktr? Uho Luc a'-a Vcrk r S?*SA of Residence 
Sy oucp Df Resjdjncc and Place :'f «ork: 1540. 1970. 1730 



Live In Ce^'trai Cilv I L:ve In Ring 

All SMSA I : 

yorkers \ Total! «ork h CC Uo-k Ir R\nz ! Total Work In CC Wori: In Ring 

l^iO 100. or 97. 7X! 3i».31 3.4': ' 13. 3X 3.91 9.V; 

1970 100. uXI 32. 9X' 72. 9i: 10. '^X ' 17. IX 4.;X 12.7*1 

19S0 100. OV ??,?••: o9.CX :}.g^ : ac.S'i "5. ox !;.3^ 



TABLE 3A-10! Htaphi^ 



Black Wo:kr« Who Live ind iiorif S'ISA cf Pwicencfi as as Psrctnt of All wDrkers 
Uho Uv« and Work -.-^ 9M5A if Pw.dercg b. ^lace 5f ^csidercfi ird ^lacfi cf '^^orl: 
l%0. 1970, l^qo 



All S^'SA 





• CEr*'8! C:t-.' 




Lwe In ?• 


■I? 


Tatil! licrk 


"t cc ii:rk In Pmg 


Total 


Work In CC 


il'irl: Ir< Pmg 


32.2*.! 


32.51 t'?.2J 


25, U 


308, « 


26.0". 


20, 2\! 




1 ie.7X 


15,4X 


20,« 


3s.3S' 


3t.8^ E3,« 


I3,0i 


3.05 


1S.7X 



TABLE W-l'i: Mwphis 



Distr.tvtiCvi of 'lac- Uor^e*5 who Li.s ivi Uo^k 3MSA of R«s:denc? 

Plare cf Uork: 19£0. 1970. !«3i 







TctsI' 






Jork !">. Rng 


Total 


Wort U CC 


Uork R 


I960 


1:0. in ■ 


24. OV 


32 


.0- 




l5..n 


a. IS 












• (m 


5.61 


12.61 




3.5". 


:?30 


ICC. OX 




52 




3.9!-. 


13. 3X 
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TAILE3A-11: Atlanta 



Slack Horkiri Uho Live and Ucrk in SNSA of Raiidsnce as as Percent of All workers 
Uho Live and liork m SNSA af ResidsnLe bv P]ac« cf Residence and Place of Uork: 
I960, 1970, 1980 





AU SnSA !- 


Live In Central City 




live In Ring ! 




Uerkers ! 


Total; Uork In CC Uork In Ring 


Total 


Uork In CC Uork In Ring i 


1960 
1970 
1980 




35.7V. 39.3S 19.ax 
't^.SV. k2M 51.31 
57.9X1 57. 3X 59.5X 


8.0X 
! 5.3X 

11. ax 


69.4X 12.7X ! 
a.3X 6.8X 
t6.7X 9.8X 



TABLE 4A-lh Atlanta 



Oistr-.feution of Black Iterktrs Uho Live and Ucrk in SKSA cf Residence 
By Place of Residence and Place of Uork: IP&O, 1970, 1980 







Live In Centril Citv 


Lii»e In Ring '. 




Uorksrs 1 


Tctal! Uork In CC Uork In Ring 


Total 


Usrk In CC liork In Mng ! 


I960 
1970 
1980 


1 00. OX! 

leo.ox; 
loo.ox: 


81.3X: 75.3X 4. IX 
81.UI 64. 3X 17. IX 
50.9X'. 37.AX 13. ! 


18.7X 
18.6X 
49. IX 


3.5X ts.ax ! 

3.7X 14. 9X ! 
20.7X S3.4X : 



C2 



TABLE 3A-12: Dallas 



Biack Uorltsrs Uho Llvs and Uorl in SHSA of Residsnct as as Percent of All norkers 
UhB Live and liork m SflSA of Residence bv Blace of Residence and Place of Uorki 
im, 1970, 1980 



All SNSA 
Workers 



1960 
1970 
1990 



Li.'i b Cintral Citv 


Live In Ring 


Total! «C7k In CC Work In Rinq 


Total 


Uork In CC Uork In Ping 


17.6X! 17.9X 11. 5t ! 


s.ax 


88.7X 7.4X 


19. 8t! 19. 7X 20.7X 


! 3.9X 


2.0X 5.9X 


a'l.ax! 24.91 ao.7i i 


5.7X 


a.9X 4.8X 



TABLE 44-12: D;lla5 



Distribution of Black Uorktrs Uho Livi and Uork m S^SA of Residinci 
3v Placi of Residence and Place of Work: 19i0» 1970- 1980 



Live In Central City ! Live In Ring 



All SHSA : 

Uorkers ! Total ! 'Jork In CC Uork In Ring I Total Work In CC Work In Ring 

1960 lOO.OX! 85.05! 82. 9X 2. IX : 15.0S 2.8X 13 n 

1970 lOO.OX! 86.3S! 76. IX 10. ax : I3.7X 3.4X lo'.4X 

1980 lOO.OX! 65.1X! 55.3X 9.4X I 34.5X 4.9S 30.OX 
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;A8LE3A-t3; Clivvland 

Blick tforfcers Uho Livi and k'ork \r\ SHSA of Rssidtncf as a« Percent of AH norkers 
Uho Livt and Uork in SHSA of Rtsidtnce by Place of Residence and Place of Uork: 
im, 1970, 1980 





1 
• 

All SNSA :- 


live In Central City 


Livi In Ring ! 




Uorkars ' 

! * 


Total! Uork In CC Uork In Ring 
••••• 


Total 


Ucrk In CC Uork In Rin^ ! 


I Ji 

1970 
1980 


! 


24.7X! 25.1i 2,0X I 
32,7X1 32.9X 31. 8X 
2iM\ 37.2X 34,3X I 


0.3X 
1 3.3X 
6.9X 


«»2.1X 1,3X I 
4.9X 2,1X ! 
11.3X 4.3X : 



TABU4A-i3; Cleveland 



Distribution of Black Ucrkers Uho Live and Uork in SHSA of Residence 
By Place of Residence and Place of Uork: I960, 1970? 1980 





1 


Live In Central City 




Live In Ring i 




Uorlsrs 1 

t 


Total! Uork In CC Uork In Ring 
•••••••• 1 ... ••••• 


Total 


Uork In CC Uork In Ring ! 


1940 
1970 
1980 


lOO.OXI 

loo.ox; 

100.0X1 


12, OX! 11.2X 0,7X 
33.5X! i3.7X I9.8X 
43. 5X; 44, 4X 17. IX 


0.« 
! 14. 5X 
34. 5X 


O.IX 0.3X ! 
i0.4X 5.9X ! 
21. -"X 1M.9X : 
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TABLE 3A-i«: St. >oui« 



Black Uorkiri Uho Live and «ork m SMSA of Residence as as Percent of All workers 
Wio Live and Uork in SMSA of Residence by Place of Residence and Place of Ucrks 
1960, 1970. 1980 







Live !n Central Citv 


Live In Ring 




U^rkers ! 


Total! ilork In CC Uork In Ring { 

........ . 


Total 


Uork In CC Cork In Ring 


I960 
1970 
1980 




22.3X: 21, 8X 27,7X 1 
33.5X! sa.OX 39.3X 
35.3X: 36.05 35.aX ! 


5.1X 
7,8X 


35.4X 5.1X 
5.6X 4,9X 
8.3" 7,7X 



TABLE i^'Ui St. LOuis 



Distribution Df Black Ucrkers «hc Live and Uork m SHSA of Residence 
By Place of Residence and Place of Uork: 19i0. 1970. 1980 







Live In Central City 


L:ve In Ring ', 




Ucrfcers ; 


Total: Uork In CC Uork In Ring 

• .... ' «... 


Total 


Uork In CC Uork In Ring ! 


i960 
1970 
1980 


100. OX! 
100.0X1 
100. OX! 


UM\ 68. 5X 7.9X ! 
ia.*X: S1.5X 16.9X 

<*im; -i.2x u.ax i 


as.is 

31. 6X 

52.61 


5.2X la.iX ! 
I0.4X 2I.2X ! 
13.9X 33.7X ! 
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TABLE 3A-15: Ntiiark 



8Uck Uorksrt Uho Lw« and Uork in SHSA sf Pesidencs » as Percent of All Korkers 
Uio Live and Uork in SNSA of Retidence by Place sf Residence and Place of Kork: 
1960, 1970, 1980 



All SHSA 
Uorkers 



1960 
1970 
1980 



Live In Csntral City \ 


Live In Ring ! 


Total! Wwk In CC «orli In Sinq 
.......... ■ 


Total 


york In CC Uork In Rinq 


29. IX: 26.9X 35. 4X 


IM 


37. 8X 7.9X 


«.3X: W.iX 50. *X 


! 8.7X 


12.SX a.ox 


sa.ftx: 49. « 56. « 


11.5X 


a6.6X S.7X 



TABLE 4A-15: Neitark 



Distribution of Black Uorkers UhD Live and Uork in SHSA of Residence 
By Place }f Resicence and Place of Uork: 1960, 1970. 1980 



1960 
1970 
1980 



AH SNSA ; 
Ucrkers ! 

I 
i 

100. ox; 

100. OX! 

100. ox: 



Live In Central Citv 




Live In Ring 


Total! Uork In CC Uork In Ring 
........... ' 


Total 


Uork In CC Uork In Ring 


55.8X! 33.4X 17.3X 


. 44. 2X 


6.5X 37.ax 


53.ax: 34.aX 19. 3X 


! 46. 3X 


10. 6X 35. 6X 


37.9X! iZM 15.5X 


1 62. IX 


15.4X 46. 7X 
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TABLE 3A-I6! Boston 

Black ilorksrs Uho Live and Mork m SHSA of Residence as as Percent of All workers 
Whe Live and Work in SRSA of Residence by Place of Residence and Place of Uorks 
1940, 1970, 1^80 



19M 
1970 
1980 



All SHSA 
Uorlers 



Live In Central City 


Livi In Ring 


Total; Work In CC Work In Ring 


Total 


Uork In C£ Uorfc In Ring 


8.M! a.ax 10. « i 


0.91 


10. IX C.9X 


11. «: 11.3X 11. « 


l.OX 


1.2X l.OX 


16. 7X: 17.3X U.8X : 


I.hX 


2.0X l.EX ! 



TABLE 4A-16: Boston 



Distribution of Black Uorker; Vho Live and Uork in SNSA of Residencs 
By Place o' Residence and Place of iiori- 1960. 1970. 1980 



1960 
1970 
1980 



All SnSA ! 
Uorkers i 

100.0X1 

loo.ox: 

ISO.OXI 



Live In Central City 


Live In Ring 


Totil! Work In CC Work In Ring 


Total 


Work In CC «ork In Ring 


78.«! ia.OX IIM ! 


21.6X 


S.3X 15.4X 


76. 9X! 59. 8X 17.lt 


23.11 


7.4X i5.ax 


73.8X! 58. SX 15.2X ! 


26.2X 


8.9X ;7.4X 
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TAIIE 3A-17! San Franiisco 



Black Borlttn ttho liv» and Uork in SNSfl of R-ndsncs at at Pircint sf All workeri 
Uio Live and Uori: in SKSA of Risidsnc* bv PlacB of Residence and Place of Uo'<(: 
I9i0, 1970. 1980 





AH SNSA i 
Uorltert ! 


Live In Central City 




Live In Ring ! 




Total! Uork In CC Uorit In Ring 

.......... 1 ......... . 


Total 


Uork In CC Uorl In Ring i 


1960 
1970 
1980 




17. U! 7.5X -3.3X 
10.1X1 lO.OX ll.OX 

9.0X! a.ax lo.sx 


5. ax 

: 7.5X 
8.9X 


17.7: 14.6X ! 
5.8X 7.aX ! 
9.25 a.9X 1 



fABlE hA-17: San ^ransisco 

Cutnbution of Black Worksrs Uhc Liv» and Work in SHSA of Rssidcrce 
By Place of Residence and Place of Uork: 1960, 1970. 19B0 







Live In Central City 




Live In Ring ! 




UorUrs ! 


Total! Uorli In CC Uork In Rir.g 

........ 1... 


Tctal 


UoTk In CC aork In Ring : 


19fc0 
1970 
1980 


100. ox; 

100. OX! 

130. os: 


i9.«' 57.5X 11. 9X 
31.4*:! 28.5X 3.CX 
22. dl' 19. OX 3.2X 


30.61 
! 68. tX 
77. 8X 


7.55 23.2X 
9.5X 58.9X ! 
14. 3X i3.5X 
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TABLE 5 

Households in Hitrop. Utan Areas Mith No Autoiobile Available, by Race: 1960, 1970, 1980 

I960 1970 1980 





Khite Non-tthite 


Non-Negro Negro 


Nhite Black 


Total Households I 


30,513,635 3,486,409 


39,119,661 4,738,722 


41,624,545 6,932,352 


Central Citns : 
No Auto ; 
Z lo Auto ! 


15.662,232 2,843,717 
4,515,759 1,526,765 
28.8 53.7 


17,546,093 3,832,227 
4,263,266 1,807,115 
24.3 47.2 


18,735,649 5,044,175 
3,469,325 1,967,046 
18.S 39.0 


Rind 1 
No Auto i 
Z No Auto ; 


14,851,403 642,692 
1,550,428 227,909 
'0.4 35.5 


21,573,568 906,495 
1,818,162 256,337 
8.4 28.3 


22,888,896 1,888,127 
2,059,682 356,890 
9.0 18.9 


Ratio Black:Nhite; 


1960 


1970 


1980 


Central Cities ! 
Ring ; 


1.86:1 
3.40:1 


1.94:1 

iJOil 


2.11:1 
2.10:1 



> 



Sources: Census of Housing, U.S. Senary 1960 Oelailod Characteristics, Table IJ 

Census of Housin-), U.S. Suiiary 1960 Detailed Characteristics, Table 29 

, Census of Housing, U.S. Suuary 1970 Detailed Characteristics, Table 33 

Census of Housing, U.S. Suua^ 1970 iitailed Characteristics, Table 37 

Census of Housing, U.S. Sun; y 1980 wtailed Characteristics, Table 81 

Census of Housing, U.S. Sunary 1980 Detailed Characteristics, Table 83 

Census of Housing, U.S. S'iwary 1980 Detailed Characteristics, Table 84 
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Tabu SA 

I 



Hoiitaholdt in 17 Hatrapolitan Ariat Uith No fiutttobilt Available, 
by RKtf 1970 I 1990 



X no auto 


1970 

8 


U 


1990 

B 


U 


t Change* 
9 


70-80 


Ntii York 
CC 
Ring 


72. 3X 


54.0X 

0 i V 
7. IX 


69. 3X 


53 .0< 
10. ol 


15.9t 

Q Atf 

-8. OX 


-21. 3t 

9A Qtf 

-24. 8X 


Chicago 
CC 

Ring 


49.7t 

CC.tJ 


35.4^ 


45. tX 


3a. 7X 

3.4* 


!I.IX 


-a9.5X 

A 9V 


Dftroit 

CC 
Ring 


37.5X 

9T 'V 


^4. IX 

9rt •?¥ 
CM. (h 


3i.ax 


21.2X 

J.J* 


io.;x 


-44. 7X 

•99 

-C7*- jX 


Philadslphia 

CC 

Ring 


55.3X 


39. 7X 

10.71 


50. 9S 
u.dX 


31.lt 

7.6a 


1.5t 

-J7.1X 


-17. 9t 

s».gX 


Lot Ang9lo& 
CC 

Ring 


30.3t 

1 7 Sir 


ao.ix 


as. IX 

14.0* 


i3.&X 
3.8X 


4.7X 
61 .71 


33. OX 
-co.hX 


Uachingtbn 

CC 

Ring 


47. ax 

9A 7V 


54. bX 

7.a\ 


40. 6X 


31.St 

j.jI 


-15.0X 
lUo.RX 


-20. 4X 
-□•4X 


Houston 
CC 


32. oX 

Jj.vX 


U.IX 

/.OI 


l^7X 


C Ctf 
J. J A 

C • t^M 


-o.sx 

•Jt.rX 


-14.3X 

-J. 1.14 


BaltiaorB 

CC 

Ring 


67.8S 
54.0X 


Iti.tl 

7.9: 


4i.ax 

23. 7S 


r ''t 

^.5X 


7.3X 
-30. 9X 


a.'^t 

-75. IX 


Mm Or I Bans 
CC 
Rjng 


54. 7i 
35.i»X 


37. 3X 

10. IX 


20. &X 


HO.g". 
5.5)1 


3.3". 


-39.6". 
2''.3X 


CC 

Ring 


1*1. it 


32.lt 
17.2X 


32.5K 
27. « 


2.3t 


-4.8X 


-1«.8". 

-a;. St 


Atlanta 
CC 

Ring 


43.al 
29.SX 


29. 7r. 
S.iii 


40. Ot 

29. gx 


I '.!!'. 

3.8-; 
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3A (Cont'd) 



Dallas 

cc 3t.3» 14.11 sa.ax 6. ax i.bt -20.51 

Ring 33.21 4.71 17.71 3.31 171.71 93.91 
ClivlUnd 

CC 40.41 31.71 36.91 23.91 -5.91 -31.71 

Ring 17.91 8.11 36.il 6.91 129.01 -2.71 

St. Uuis 

CC *8.71 38.11 39.41 26.11 -25.51 -38.71 

Ring 36.41 9.71 20.41 6.01 2.71 -7.31 

NtMrk 

CC 59.11 51.51 53.81 38.21 -5.2^ -43.41 

Ring 31.11 13.81 26.01 8.91 50.31 -16.81 

Boston 

CC 63.71 40.61 51.31 40.51 11.51 -23.6". 

Ring 34.81 15.71 39.61 12.91 50.31 -13.31 

San Fransisco 

CC 90.71 39. al 42.81 33.01 -1.21 -32.21 

Ping 6.11 11.71 25.01 7.61 44.61 -19.01 



t 1 Change represents the percentage change m absolute nuibers ;f households 
Mith no autocobtle availaole. 



Source: U.S. Census of Housing 1980, Detailed Characteristics. Taoies 55, 5a 
U.S. Census of Ncustng 1970. Detailed C^a^3ct8nstlcs. Tjbles 44. 4e. 



71 

ERIC 



IlKk HoHMkoldf in Nttrtpolitin Areis Uith No Autoiobilf Available 
h PtrctRt of *n HottStheldi In Metropolitan Areas Uith No Autooobile 
ftvailallei 19M, 1970, 19flO 



19M 1970 1980 



Central CitiH a5.3X 29.8t 36.2X 

Rings 12.BX 12.411 U.ax 



Ghange in Niuiber of HMueholdi In Netropelitan Areas Uith No Autooobile 
Available By Ratei 19M - 1980 



Black All Others 



Central Citin 28.8X -23.2X 

Rings 56.6X 32.ax 

(Derived Froa Table 5) 
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TAELc i 



Central fit; rausiholds Mitt S: ftu:o«oiiIe jna lioriters iiho liv* !n Centra; 
Cities and est Transit <or the Journey to Hork. Bv Race: 1970 and 1990 



Central City Households 
Hith No AutoMbile 
Percent 
Central Citv Horkers 
Use Trarsit to Vork 
'S'cent 
Horre'-s Psr Household 



1970 

Nesro Wiitc 

3,832.227 17,230,2431 
!,807,113 4,185,5721 



1980 



47.21 

4,315.770 
1,4«.468 

1.13 



24.31 
19.393,3*1 
3,258.135 
16.31 
1.13 



Hack 



Hhite 



3,044,175 
1,967,046 
39.01 
5,223,030 
1.321.7*0 
25.31 
I.i4 



18,735,649 
3,469,325 

18.5Z 
21,410,3:0 
2,322.89'? 

lO.i:! 

'.1* 



Sources: I'SO Census of *opuiat:c->. iJ.:. Sueeary, Senerai Social i7-i EcQroi.c Iha-a-.enstics, Tjcla i: 
Census or ?oou:at:cr. U.S. Smeary, Detailed Ciaraiteristics, Tables 83. 94 
1980 Census oi Housing, U.S. SuMary, Detailed Characteristics, Tables 81. 83. 84 
1970 Census oi Population, Special SubjKt Report, LowIncoH Population, Table 26 
1970 Census of Housmfl, U.S. Sueeary, Detailed, Characteristics. Tables 33, 37 

I Be^-ived ty wltiplying lon-njgrc •■ojsjhalds by .'82. Hueber of white hGUTsficlcs 
•it!" no sutjerbilt ;s srcccb:, s'.:;h'..y overstated as a ccpseqyence. 



RIC 
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Central City HouHfcoldi yith No Autotobils and Uorktrt Vho live In Central 
Citits and Um Transit for the Journsy to Kork? By Race, 
17 SNSA'i: 1970 t 1990 



NEV YORK Uorkert Uith No Auto* 
Norkflrt Uiing Transit 

CHICASO Uorkert Uith No Auto 
Ucrkflrt Using Transit 

DETROIT Uorkers Uith No Auto 
Uorkers Using Transit 

PHILADELPHIA Uorkers Ui'.h Ho Auto 
Uorktrs Using Transit 

LOS AN8ELES Uorkers Uith No Auto 
Uorkers Using Transit 

UASHINGTON Uorkers Uith No Auto 
Uorkers Using Transit 

HOUSTON Uorkers Uith No Auto 
Uorkers Using Transit 

9ALTIM0RE Uorkers Uith No Auto 
Uorkers Using Transit 

NEU ORLEANS Uorkers Uith Ko Auto 
Uorkers Using Transit 

NENPHIS iio, .«rs Uith No Auto 
Uorkers Using Transit 

ATLANTA Uorkers Uith No Auto 
Uorkers Using Transit 

DALLAS Uorkers Uith No Auto 
Uorkers Using Trsnsit 

aEVELAND Uorkers Uith No Aoto 
■ Uorkers Using T'-ansit 

ST. LOUIS Uorkers tilth Ho Auto 
Uorkert Using Transit 



1970 
Negro Uhin 

72.8X 54.flX 

71. IX 57.0X 

49,7t 2ZM 

42. 2S 30.9X 

37.5X ;4.1X 

2&.3S 12.&X 

55. 3X 39.71 

49.0X 28.7X 

30. 3X 20. IX 

l&.AS 7.3X 

47.2X 54.iX 

40.3X 26.8X 

32.0X 14. IX 

19. OX 4.0X 

67. 3X 41. IX 

37.5X 17.0X 

54. 7X 37. 3X 

43. 5X 22,AX 

kb.kX 22. IX 

25,7t 4.6X 

43. aX 28. "X 

33.0X ?.8X 



erJc 



Uorkert Uith Ho Auto 
Uorlitrt Using Transit 



31. 9X 

P.3 7* 



14. IX 
b.9X 



40. 4X 31."X 

28. 3X 13. 4X 

48.7X 33.1: 

28.3X 15. 5X 

59.U 51.5X 

42. 3X 31. it 



1980 
Black Uhite 

69. 3X 53.0i 

66.3X 51. 6X 

45. IX 32,71 

38.0X 29.61 

21. 2X 31.81 
15.BX 6.4X 

50.9X 31,11 

4a.7X 24,0X 

28, IX 13.6X 
16,6X 7.5X 

40. 6X 31. 6X 

40, 6X 33,2X 



19, 7X 
10,5X 



32. 5X 
■l3.3X 

itO.OX 



22. 2X 
16.4X 

36.?'. 



5.5X 
2.6X 



41, 8X 13, 4X 

35, 6X 15.2X 

42, 4X 20,81 

28. 9X 13, 9X 



7.4X 
it.SX 

!".1X 



32, 3X 13.5X 



s.ai 

5.2X 

23. ?X 
.5X 



39. 4X ;4.1^ 

29. OX !2.8r 

53.3X 38,21 

33, OX 17, 3X 



M (Cont'd) 



Uork«r« Uith No Auto 


i3.71 


W.6X 


51. 3X 


tC.5S 


Uoriitrs Using Transit 


49. 3X 


3i.7X 


41. 7X 


30. 7X 


Morktrt Uith Mo Auto 


39. &X 


I9.3X 


4a. 3S 


33.3'; 


iiorfctrs Using Transit 


38. SX 


34. 7X 


39. 5X 


3(1. iX 



BOSTON 
SAN FRAN. 



tMor':tr$ Froi Housiholds without Autos Does not rjflect possible (or even 
probable) differences in the nuiber of workers per household m those 
households uith and mthout autos. 



Source: U.S. Census. Low hcoae ^j-eas jn Urge Cities. 19; > Table 3 
U.S. Census. ;ietail€d Housing C-a^actenstics. 1?70. Tables 
U.S. Census. Detailed H Lsmg C»»aracterist:c5. 1980. Tables 55-5t 



$ 0 



TABLE 7 



tfcirkirs Living In Central Cities Mho dse Transit For the Journey to H3rk, 
By Regions By Race: 1980 



U.S- H.E. H.C. 

Black White Blacr White Black White 

Total Horkers 5,223,030 21,410,330 1,205,348 4,751,350 1,291,594 5,235,303 

Use Transit 1,346,604 2,363,947 596,093 1,323,403 286.464 483,331 

I Transit 25.61 11.11 49.51 27.9T. 22.21 9.21 



South Xest 
Slack White BUc White 



Total Workers 2,276,608 6, 63*, 902 505,956 5,061,376 

Use Transit 388.36C 231,235 81,436 341,223 

I Transit 17.11 3.51 16.11 Ul 



Source: Census of Population 1980, Senerjl Social i Econotic Characteristics, TaMe 122 
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l4orU9*-SR Li^'iiiQ in i;*ritral Lit 1*5 Who IJ-:p Tr Ansxt for Ui* Journttii to Work, 
f<.j SMSH» By R«t:i?: 17* <;MSa*s. 1980 



Nwu VorU City Chicdc)o 0<^troit Phi 1 »di»lphi« 

Black Whi«.« Bl«ck Whit« BLact-. Whit«i Blacl^ Mhite 



U5*- Trains 1 1 
Transit 



?^;>;^3ir^o ^icJi-iea? 623*<H^i ia»3?''-<':j*^ 369?9;* 

1 3^t»0*^ 23^659-^^ 1 3^3? 97-^HBe 1-40'16'3 

:?s.e:^ 11.1?; 6b- j?; si.Sri 'dU.oy. 



7055658 

6:: 



21237H 



1 5*177'5 
98B6 



19371? 
8^743 

4;i.7^ 



390760 
95802 

;i4.o?: 



Hngc^liM>7 Washington DC Houston 

BlaiJ. Whit* Blac*< Whn* Bl£«cU Wriife- 



R-^ 1 1 1 mur*» 



N«u Orleans 
Black Whitd 



7o4 al Urjr*k%'r 2> 
71 Tr.at'i^.it 



1 ftOfc'^'SS no I 1 1 0 liiM3 ,i 1 OLiOm 

u.,^".:^ .\5?: lo.u": 33..?:; 



190036 
2001*1 
10.5:^ 



5<=11202 
H175 



l'17t^.8:l 



i4si2;> 

220-I7 
15. 



99530 110653 
2:37*10 1539^ 



Black Whit.«* 



O^) las 
Bl.^iCk Whit© 



C 1 »^ v» 1 cind St . L ou I is 

Hlacl- White Black Whit*9 



:: If 



1 1 Wor^k*(«r J 
Tr-j»rt5i i 
arii.it 



91^76^ 
1 

1:K«.^ 



16^912 
iM53 

-4.5:-: 



dl2309 

32.:^'-; 



6B21.I 1 12:*7l :iOt,6*12 
91H^ 1Q512 lt>U09 

13-b?; l^..^:i 5.2?: 



20^19 



U'lOlH 
18709 
15- 5^ 



639 3-^1 
1 ?90B 

2«.o:i 



1025-15 
1 :J098 
12. 



I.JS*-' Ti" ."insult 



Nii^tiar^ 
Black Hilt© 



55:<'10 0 20? 

182t>5 i'^22 

-J.;, or: 1 7. ay. 



Boston 
tUa.-!. Whii** 

•'irjon t94b3b 
196'19 597'"i2 
^1 . n 30. ?}i 



San Franisisco 
Black Whit© 

32210 213711 
12707 70162 
39. 5;^ iJf'..6?i 



?:,ourc«.: U.S. i:»snMJ5, CJwtailod HL.uiun.a Characfcs^r i si iC5, 1970, Tables -1*l--4i:i 
U.lS. (n^nsij^?, C»..*tajlo.d H...ui-.in.3 Ch arac t ©r i si h^b » 1900, I'abU^s 55-5»i. 



TABL£ 8 



Distnbutiof! of Households r Cent-^al Citus Kith no Auto Availabii and 
Distritsutiofi 0' nQrkr% ir Cinral Cities Using Transit for t^e 
Jsur-ev t: ilorlr By Race: Ire:. 1970. mc 



1560 1570 1980 

tlon-ti>iite l^ite Negro Non-Neg^o Black iihite 



X He Autoioaile 53,7 29. E 47.2 22.8 ?9,0 18.: 

X Using Transit N.A, N.A. 34.3 17,1 2S.3 II. I 



TABLE 9 

Csntral City Mcrters Using P^slic ''anspQrtation For the Jcarrev 
'0 '4or¥ 3y ftace: 197C, 1980 

197C 1960 



Vvei C: >ancit 'Jseri ..:29,'j7: ;,36:,c65 :,>..60i :,:i:,947 

C^-an^e, 1^70-1980 . 117. 5:1 - 4?:, 711 

2 0- All :.C. fcrkrs 31.3 p.l 25.£ II. 1 

Z :t Aii fiorkers K*io 43.7 24.2 56.0 1^4 
Live in Central Cities 



1^7} i?3.J 

Kicks hi a *. cf Ail :;,0 36«3 

Ela>5 as a i of All I'.c 19. c 



79 



TABLE |0 

Percent Oistributrion of Black and Khite SHSA Horlters by Hears To Hark and Sex: 1980 



1 _ 


i Live In Central City I Live In Ring 


! Mark in Central City 1 Work In : Mork Ir Central City ! iiork In 


J - — 1 , 

I In CBD : EIseKher*- I Ring 1 h CBD ! Elsewhere 1 Pin^ 


male 


B M B M ! B j| i B H ! B M 1 B U 1 


lOrive Alone 
;Car Pool 
^Public Transit 
iOthert 


48.5 32.0 ! 55.4 65.7 ! 63.3 74.0 ! 58.8 56.9 ! 68.5 74.5 ! 59.7 71.9 ! 
12.8 l*.l : 16.0 13.8 1 24.1 19.3 ! 20.0 20.3 ; 2C.8 19.8 ! 21.5 16.4 1 
35.2 24.4 ; 17.1 7.9 ! 9.0 2.9 ! 19.7 21.5 1 7.3 3.6 1 3.9 .9 ! 
6.2 9.4 1 9.5 12.6 1 3.1 3.8 i 1.5 1.3 ' 3.4 2.1 1 14.8 10.8 , 


: Total 


lOO.C 99.9 1100.0 100.0 ilOO.O 100. 0 1100.0 100.0 llOO.O 100.0 ! 99.9 100.0 ! 


1 

iFeaale 1 




iOrive Alone 
ICar Pool 1 
[Public Transit I 
lOtherl 1 


28.5 33.0 I 42.0 57.5 1 52. 1 70.0 1 41.3 44.0 59.8 69.5 ; 55.! :9.1 1 
17.0 19.7 1 19.8 17.6 ! 28.0 23.0 ' 23.6 28.2 ; 25.7 24.2 I 26.9 18.4 : 
51.0 34.9 ■ 29.6 10.8 1 18.1 4.3 34.1 26.9 ! 12.9 4,9 I 7.3 1.6 ! 
3.5 7.1 I 8.6 14.1 I 1.8 2.2 1 .9 .9 ; 1.6 1.3 1 10.2 10. 9 : 



Total 



lOO.O 100.0 100.0 lOO.O 100.0 100,0 99.9 100.) 100.0 99.9 105.0 100.0 



t Includes all other foris of travel and those norking at hoie 



Source: I'SO Census of ''^puUtion. U.S. Suiiary, Detailed Characts-istics. "able 29! 
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TABLE 

Distribution of 'ripstt Mcr^ Trips By Slacks tni Khites In ilfSA's ey Des-.inittcn end ier: 1950 





1 Froi Central City 






Frci Sin; 




i To Central City 


To 

Ring 1 


To Central Citv ! 


'o 

Ring 


; C5D 


Elsenhere 1 


CBO 


'■ Elsetihere ! 


Totjls 


958.115 


1,997,349 , 


209,869 ! 


509,63! 


449,560 I 


350,461 


Black 


24.8 


33.6 ! 


44.7 ! 


6.6 


! 14.2 i 


19.7 


Kale 


8.0 


14.4 1 


13.0 


1.9 


; 5,2 ; 


7.2 


^eiale 


16.S 


24.2 ! 


26.7 ; 


4.7 


1 9.0 1 


12.5 


Hhite 


75.2 


61.4 : 


55.3 1 


93.4 


83. S 


80.3 


Hale ; 


30.4 


29,0 ! 


28.0 


46.5 


45.9 ; 


35.0 


Feiale ! 


44. B 


!:.! 1 


27.3 1 


46.9 


39.9 


45.3 1 


Totals ! 


100.0 


100.0 ; 


100.0 


DO.? 


100. (• ; 


ICO.O ! 



Source: 1- J Cepsis Papulation, U.S. Sumary, Oetiiled Cht'actsr'.itics. 'abis 291 
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DistriSution of PuShc Transit Hofk Trips h SISA's By Rjce an: 351;! l'8j 







Ff CI 


i.6ntrai Illy 




Frca Ring 






To Cantri 


il Citv 


To 


To Cent 


•ai City ! 


To 




; Totals 


To CED i 




Ring 


To CBD 


EUeNnere 1 


Ring 


iBlack 












1 




; Hals 

: I 

! Feiale 

i Z 
iMite 


1 459, i40 

100.0: 
807,122 
99.91 ' 


76.309 ! 
li.flX ■ 

160.709 : 
, 


287,496 1 
62.6X ; 

482.271 ; 
59. 5X : 


37.663 
a.2X 

55.984 ; 
0.91 • 


9,527 

:.n 

23,789 
2.9X i 


1 

::,3:o ; 

5. 11 ! 
40,436 ! 
5.01 1 

f 


25.110 
5.51 

43,383 
5.41 


1 lal3 

• I 

' Feiais , 

• 1 1 

1 ta • 


1,496,515 1 
99. "JX ! 
1,711,903 
IXi.O'i 1 


291,623 1 
19.5? 1 

429.474 ! 
25. IX 1 


579,739 ; 

38. 7X 
447,843 ! 

37.8? 1 


58.86' 1 

3.9X 
57,333 ! 
:.3? ; 


237,057 ■ 
15.8X • 

^vTftoyD 1 

14. OX : 


\ 

205,397 ! 

13.SX 1 
179.367 • 

lOJX ' 


122,835 
e.2Z 

158,633 
'.31 




Tctais 1 

•/ 1 
• 1 


474,995 1 
99.9? ■ 


985,115 . 
2:. 41 ' 


1,997,349 
44.4S 


2C',?69 ; 
4.''X , 


509. t31 : 
il.4X ' 


44?,5a0 . 


350,461 
'.9X 



Source: 1980 Census of PopuUtior, j.S, Suiaarv, jstailss Chs'-jctfristizs, ^acle 291 
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LAor F»rc« Participation and Transit Use By Cfntral City BUcli Horkers 
17 StlKt.d CitiMi 1980 



Black Uorktri As a Ptrctnt Ofs 
Black Pop. All Ukri. All Transit Users 



«NEU YORK 


3^.9X 


2^.8X 


29.8X 


•CHICAfiO 


30.9X 


3«.4!( 


40. 2X 


DETROIT 


28.0X 


57.8X 


77.2X 


tPHILAOELPHIA 


30. 3t 


32. 7X 


M-3X 


LOS ANSEiiS 


3S.8X 


16. 7X 


30.9X 


•MSHIIKTOII 




bh.n 


&9.3X 


HOUSTON 


«3.ax 


2hM 


58.5X 


BALTINORE 


3«.3X 


50. « 


70.« 


NEW ORLEAHS 


38.3! 


47. ^ 


&5.1X 


MTMPIItC 




37. IK 


o».?X 


•ATLANTA 


35.5X 


39. 6X 


77.9X 


DALLAS 


42.5X 


2&.9X 


b3.6!( 


vJLEVaAND 


3a.ix 


40.0X 


52. «X 


ST. LOUIS 


31.0X 


38. 4X 


.. 'X 








71.« 


IBOSTO** 


37.« 


19.5X 


2*.7X 


•SAN FRANSISCO 


37. 3X 


13. IX 


H.OX 











* Have M\ Transit 



S3 



